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Highlights 


Briefings  on  How  To  Use  the  Federal  Register— For 

details  on  briefings  in  Washington,  D.C.,  see 
announcement  in  the  Reader  Aids  section  at  the  end  of 
this  issue. 


18681  Small  Business  Week,  1981  Presidential 
proclamation 

18683  Exceptions  from  the  Competitive  Service 

Executive  order 

18792  Continental  Shelf  Interior/GS  issues  receipt  of  a 
proposed  development  and  production  plan  for  oil 
and  gas  and  sulphur  operations 

18883  Juvenile  Delinquency  Justice/JJDPO  announces 
the  availability  of  5  percent  of  its  special  emphasis 
funds  for  grants  and  contracts  designed  to  address 
special  needs  and  problems  of  juvenile  delinquency 
in  certain  insular  areas  (Part  II  of  this  issue) 

18686  Banking  FHLBB  rules  on  mutual  fund  investments; 
effective  3-26-81 

18758  Grant  Programs— Education  ED  publishes  closing 
dates  for  the  transmittal  of  fiscal  year  1981 
applications  for  the  Discretionary  Grant  Programs 
under  the  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973 
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Highlights 


18791  Grant  Programs— Health  HHS/PHS  announces 
the  availability  of  funds  for  fiscal  year  1981  for 
cooperative  agreements  for  State-based  Diabetes 
Control  Programs 

18827  Nuclear  Safety  NRC  solicits  comments  by 

5-26-81,  regarding  a  plan  to  develop  safety  goals  for 
nuclear  power  plants 

18918  Hazardous  Materials  Transportation  DOT/ 

RSPA/MTB  discusses  certain  city  regulations  on  the 
transportation  of  hazardous  materials  (Part  IV  of 
this  issue) 

18751  Antidumping  Commerce/ITA  advises  public  of  an 
administrative  review  of  the  countervailing  duty 
order  on  sugar  from  the  United  Kingdom;  effective 
3-26-81 

18886  Aviation  DOT/FAA  invites  public  comments  on 
the  draft  U.S.  National  Aviation  Standard  for  the 
Automatic  Traffic  Advisory  and  Resolution  Service 
(ATARS)  (Part  III  of  this  issue) 

18846  Aviation  DOT/FAA  publishes  proposed  standard 
for  the  Very  High  Frequency  Omnidirectional  Radio 
Range  (VOR),  Distance  Measuring  Equipment 
(DME)  and  Tactical  Air  Navigation  (TACAN); 
comments  by  5-29-81 

18789  Privacy  Act  Document  FCSC 

18879  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 


Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 

18883  Part  II,  Justice/JJDPO 
18886  Part  III,  DOT/FAA 
18918  Part  IV,  DOT /RSPA/MTB 
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III 


The  President 

EXECUTIVE  ORDERS 

18683  Exceptions  from  the  Competitive  Service  (EO 
12300) 

PROCLAMATIONS 

18679  Cancer  Control  Month  (Proc.  4828);  correction 
18681  Small  Business  Week,  1981  [Proc.  4829) 

Executive  Agencies 

Administrative  Conference  of  United  States 
NOTICES 

Meetings: 

18751  Agency  Decisional  Processes  Committee 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

RULES 

18685  Oranges  (navel)  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 

Agriculture  Department 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Service;  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service;  Forest  Service. 

Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  Bureau 
NOTICES 

18758  Explosive  materials  and  ammunition,  protection; 
contractor  facilities  inspection;  memorandum  of 
understanding  with  DIS 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 
RULES 

Livestock  and  poultry  quarantine: 

18685  Brucellosis 

Antitrust  Division 
NOTICES 

Competitive  impact  statements  and  proposed 
consent  judgments: 

18819  Amtel,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Arts  and  Humanities,  National  Foundation 
NOTICES 

Meetings: 

18823  Expansion  Arts  Panel 

Centers  for  Disease  Control 

NOTICES 

Grants;  availability,  etc.: 

18791  State-based  diabetes  control  programs, 

cooperative  agreements 

Coast  Guard 

RULES 

Great  Lakes  pilotage: 

18716  Rates  and  services;  inclusion  of  travel  expenses 

in  cancellation  charges,  etc. 

Commerce  Department 

See  International  Trade  Administration;  National 
Bureau  of  Standards;  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration;  National  Technical 
Information  Service. 


Defense  Department 

See  also  Defense  Investigative  Service;  Engineers 
Corps;  Navy  Department. 

Defense  Investigative  Service 
NOTICES 

18758  Explosive  materials  and  ammunition,  protection; 
contractor  facilities  inspection;  memorandum  of 
understanding  with  ATF 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

NOTICES 

Registration  applications,  etc.;  controlled 
substances: 

18822  Knoll  Pharmaceutical  Co. 

18822  Stepan  Chemical  Co.;  correction 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

Coline  Gasoline  Corp. 

Triton  Oil  &  Gas  Corp.  (Editorial  note:  These  two 
documents,  appearing  on  pages  18335  and  18337 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  March  24, 1981,  were 
mistakenly  carried  under  “Natural  gas;  fuel  oil 
displacement  certification  applications”) 
Powerplant  and  industrial  fuel  use;  prohibition 
orders,  exemption  requests,  etc.: 

18775  BASF  Wyandotte  Corp. 

Education  Department 
NOTICES 

Grant  applications  and  proposals,  closing  dates: 
18758  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973 

discretionary  grant  programs 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Economic  Regulatory  Administration; 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 

NOTICES 

Conduct  standards: 

18774  Post-employment  prohibition  waivers 

Meetings: 

18774  Energy  Policy  Task  Force 

18784  National  Petroleum  Council 

Engineers  Corps 
NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc  : 

18756  Atchafalaya  Basin  Floodway  project,  La. 

18757  Main  Branch,  Kans.,  etc. 

18756  Tennessee-Tombigbee  Waterway,  potential 

mitigation  measures  for  wildlife  habitat  losses 
resulting  from  construction,  Alabama  and 
Mississippi 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

18692  New  Mexico 
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Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw  agricultural 
commodities;  tolerances  and  exemptions,  etc.: 

18694  Phytophthora  palmivora 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

18725  Idaho 

Water  pollution;  effluent  guidelines  for  point  source 
categories: 

16725  Iron  and  steel  manufacturing;  best  practicable, 

available,  or  conventional  technology; 
pretreatment  and  new  source  performance 
standards;  correction 

Farm  Credit  Administration 
RULES 

Organization  and  functions: 

18688  District  board  members;  level  of  compensation; 

correction 

Federal  Aviation  Administration  / 

RULES 

Airworthiness  directives: 

18689  Cessna;  correction 

18689  Teledyne  Continental 

NOTICES 

18877  Aircraft  registration,  U.S.;  legal  opinion  as  to 

whether  lessee  of  aircraft  conveyed  under  finance 
lease  is  aircraft  owner 

18845  Airman  certificates,  temporary;  extension  of 
effective  period 

18844  Exemption  petitions;  summary  and  disposition 
18886  National  aviation  standards;  automatic  traffic 

advisory  and  resolution  service  (ATARS);  inquiry 

18846  National  aviation  standard;  high  frequency 
omnidirectional  radio  range  (VOR),  distance 
measuring  equipment  (DME),  and  tactical  air 
navigation  (TACAN);  inquiry 

Federal  Communications  Commission 
RULES 

Commercial  radio  operators,  etc.: 

18717  Qualification  requirements  for  six  month  service 
endorsement  for  radio  officers  in  the  maritime 
services,  etc. 

Common  carrier  services: 

18720  Satellite  communications;  authorization  of 

issuance  of  securities,  borrowing  of  money,  or 
assumption  of  obligations;  termination  of  docket 
Radio  stations;  table  of  assignments: 

West  Virginia  (Editorial  note:  This  document, 
appearing  at  page  18318  in  the  Federal  Register 
for  March  24, 1981,  was  mistakenly  omitted  from 
the  table  of  contents) 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Common  carrier  services: 

18737  MTS  and  WATS  market  structure;  interstate 

telecommunications  services  entry  policy,  and 
Alaska  submarket  inquiry;  extension  of  time 
Radio  stations;  table  of  assignments: 

18743  Maine 

18737  South  Carolina 

Television  stations;  table  of  assignments: 

18745  California 

NOTICES 

18784  AM  broadcast  applications  accepted  for  filing  and 
notification  of  cut-off  date 


Hearings,  etc.: 

18785  Bloch,  Alfred  E.,  et  al. 

18786  Flanagan,  Flanagan  and  Cross,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 
RULES 

Flood  elevation  determinations: 

18698  Illinois  et  al. 

Flood  insurance;  communities  eligible  for  sale: 
18712,  Alabama  et  al.  (2  documents) 

18713 

Flood  insurance;  special  hazard  areas: 

18707  Pennsylvania  et  al. 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Flood  elevation  determinations: 

18726  Alabama  et  al. 

\ 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

18776  Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Co.  et  al. 

18779  Bangor  Hydro-Electric  Co. 

» 18778  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 

18778  Columbia  Gulf  Transmission  Co. 

18778  Indiana  Municipal  Power  Agency 

18781  Mason  County  Public  Utility  District  No.  3 

18782  Municipal  Electric  Power  Association  of  Virginia 

18777  Oglesby  and  Ladd,  Ill. 

18782  Southern  California  Edison  Co. 

18783  Transwestem  Pipeline  Co.  et  al. 

18783  West  Texas  Utilities  Co. 

18783  Wisconsin  Public  Power  Incorporated  System  et 

al. 

18879  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
RULES 

Federal  home  loan  bank  system,  etc.: 

18686  Mutual  fund  investments 

NOTICES 

18879  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 
NOTICES 

Rate  increases,  etc.;  investigations  and  hearings, 
etc.:  < 

18786  U.S.  Flag  Far  East  Discussion  Agreement 
members;  exemption  of  joint  through  water/rail 
rates;  petition  filed 

Federal  Reserve  System 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

18787  Colonial  Bancorporation,  Inc. 

18788  Delhi  Bancshares,  Inc. 

18788  First  Picher  Bancshares,  Inc. 

18788  Freeport  Bancshares,  Inc. 

18788  FSB  Holding  Co..  Inc. 

18788  Metropolitan  Bancorporation 

18789  Van  Home  Bancshares,  Inc. 

Bank  holding  companies;  proposed  de  novo 
nonbank  activities: 

18787  Barclays  Bank  Ltd.  et  al. 

18789  Pittsburgh  National  Corp. 

Federal  Trade  Commission 
RULES 

Prohibited  trade  practices: 

16691  Benton  &  Bowles,  Inc. 
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18691  Citicorp  Financial,  Inc. 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Prohibited  trade  practices: 

18723  American  Hospital  Supply  Corp. 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

18792  Canada  goose  management  program,  Wis. 

Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission 

NOTICES 

18789  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records;  annual  publication 

Forest  Service 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

18751  Gallatin  National  Forest,  Big  Timber  Ranger 

District,  Sweet  Grass  County,  Mont.;  Stillwater 
PGM  resources  platinum  mining  and  milling 
facilities 

General  Accounting  Office 

NOTICES 

18790  Regulatory  reports  review;  proposals,  approvals, 
violations,  etc.  (FCC) 

General  Services  Administration 

RULES 

Property  management: 

18695  Motor  vehicle  energy  conservation;  acquisition  of 

fuel  efficient  light  trucks 

Geological  Survey 

NOTICES 

Outer  Continental  Shelf;  oil,  gas,  and  sulphur 
operations;  development  and  production  plans: 
18792  Union  Oil  Co. 

Health  and  Human  Services  Department 

See  Centers  for  Disease  Control. 

Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department 

See  Neighborhoods,  Voluntary  Associations  and 
Consumer  Protection,  Office  of  Assistant  Secretary. 

Interior  Department 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service;  Geological 
Survey;  Land  Management  Bureau;  Water  and 
Power  Resources  Service. 

NOTICES 

18799  Part-time  carrier  employment  for  Federal 

employees;  final  instruction  and  requirements 
18801  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records;  correction 

Watches  and  watch  movements;  allocation  of 
quotas: 

18752  American  Samoa,  Guam,  and  Virgin  Islands 

International  Trade  Administration 

NOTICES 

Countervailing  duty  petitions  and  preliminary 
determinations: 

18751  Sugar  from  United  Kingdom 

Watches  and  watch  movements;  allocation  of 
quotas: 

18752  American  Samoa,  Guam,  and  Virgin  Islands 


Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

RULES 

Railroad  car  service  orders;  various  companies: 
18721  Chicago  &  North  Western  Transportation  Co. 
NOTICES 
Motor  carriers: 

18811  Operating,  rights  applications 

18802-  Permanent  authority  applications  (6  documents) 

18806, 

18813 

18811  Permanent  authority  applications;  correction  (2 

documents) 

Petitions  filed: 

18805  Cortez  Pipeline  Co.;  transportation  of  carbon 
dioxide  by  pipeline 

Railroad  operation,  acquisition,  construction,  etc.: 

18814  Star  Lake  Railroad  Co.  et  al. 

Rerouting  of  traffic: 

18805  All  railroads 

Justice  Department 

See  also  Antitrust  Division;  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration;  Foreign  Claims  Settlement 
Commission;  Juvenile  Justice  and  Delinquency 
Prevention  Office;  Parole  Commission. 

NOTICES 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.: 

18822  Attorney  General’s  Task  Force  on  Violent  Crime 

Juvenile  Justice  and  Delinquency  Prevention 

Office 

NOTICES 

18883  Juvenile  delinquency  in  insular  areas  of  U.S.; 
supplemental  financial  assistance 

Land  Management  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Alaska  native  claims  selections;  applications,  etc.: 

18797  Stuyahok  Ltd. 

Classification  of  lands: 

18793  Utah 

Coal  leases,  exploration  licenses,  etc.: 

18794  Montana 

Coal  management  program: 

18792  Fort  Union  coal  production  region,  Mont.,  and  N. 
Dak;  production  goals;  hearing 
Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

18795  Canon  City  District,  Colo.;  Northeast  Resource 
Area  and  Fountain  Creek  Planning  Unit 

18794  Energy  Synfuels  Associates;  coal  gasification 

facility,  Utah;  meetings 

18796  Hualapai-Aquarius  grazing  management  draft; 

hearings  I 

18798  Idaho  Falls  District,  Idaho;  Medicine  Lodge 
Resource  Area 

18797  Uintah  Basin,  Utah;  request  for  expression  of 
intent  from  synfuels  project  developers  to  file 
right-of-way  applications 

Exchange  of  public  lands  for  private  land: 

18795'  Montana 

Meetings: 

18794  Casper  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 

18798  Safford  District  Advisory  Council 

18796  Salem  District  Advisory  Council 

18799  Winnemucca  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 
Motor  vehicles,  off-road,  etc.;  area  closures: 

18795  Utah 
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18796 

18799 

18630 

18754 

18721 

18747 

18878 

18879 

18754 

18755 

18823 

18879 

18757 

18791 

18750 


Withdrawal  and  reservation  of  lands,  proposed, 
etc.: 

Oregon 

Washington 

Management  and  Budget  Office 
NOTICES 

Agency  forms  under  review 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 
NOTICES 

Information  processing  standards,  Federal: 
User-oriented  data  communication  performance 
parameters  standard;  draft  technical 
specifications  availability  and  inquiry 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 
RULES 

Fuel  economy  standards,  average;  passenger 
automobile:  exemption: 

Officine  Alfieri  Maserati,  S.p.A. 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards: 

Steering  control  rearward  displacement:  impact 
protection  for  driver;  extension  of  time 

NOTICES 

National  Highway  Safety  Advisory  Committee:  site 
visits 

National  Mediation  Board 
NOTICES 

Meetings:  Sunshine  Act 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

Salmon  and  Steelhead  Conservation  and 
Enhancement  Act  implementation,  etc. 

National  Technical  Information  Service 
NOTICES 

Inventions,  Government-owned;  availability  for 
licensing 

National  Transportation  Safety  Board 
NOTICES 

Accident  reports,  safety  recommendations  and 
responses,  etc.;  availability 
Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Navy  Department 
NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 
German  submarine  U-352.  sunken.  N.C.;  disposal 
of  ordnance 

Neighborhoods,  Voluntary  Associations  and 
Consumer  Protection,  Office  of  Assistant 
Secretary 
NOTICES 

Primary  inspection  agencies;  disqualification  of 
Brooks  Engineering  Co.:  hearing 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Byproduct  material,  human  uses: 

Therapeutic  treatment  of  cardiac  dysfunction  by 
iodine-131;  intent  to  retain  regulation 


Organization,  functions,  and  authority  delegations; 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation  Director  and  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards  Director; 
“significant  changes”  determination 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co. 

Florida  Power  &  Light  Co. 

Illinois  Power  Co.  et  al. 

Pennsylvania  Power  &  Light  Co.  et  al. 

Philadelphia  Electric  Co. 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Colorado  et  al. 

Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corp.  et  al.  (Editorial 
note:  This  document,  appearing  at  page  18421  in 
the  Federal  Register  for  March  24, 1981,  was 
incorrectly  identified  in  the  table  of  contents) 
Reports;  availability,  etc,: 

Human  engineering  guide  to  control  room 
evaluation 

Safety  goal,  plan  for  developing;  inquiring 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Review 

Commission 

NOTICES 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Oceans  and  Atmosphere,  National  Advisory 

Committee 

NOTICES 

Meetings 

Parole  Commission 
NOTICES 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Personnel  Management  Office 
NOTICES 

Health  benefits  program  Federal  employees: 

Los  Padres  Group  Health  Plan,  program 
terminated  (Editorial  note:  This  document, 
appearing  at  page  18422  in  the  Federal  Register 
for  March  24.  1981,  was  only  partially  listed  in 
that  issue’s  table  of  contents) 

Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration, 

Transportation  Department 

NOTICES 

Hazardous  materials  inconsistency  ruling: 
Massachusetts  Motor  Truck  Association,  Inc.,  et 
al.;  transportation  of  materials  by  highway 
within  city 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
NOTICES 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

State  Department 

NOTICES 

Gifts;  foreign  government  sources  to  Federal 
employees;  listing  of  statements  filed 

Transportation  Department 

See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Aviation  Administration; 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration; 
Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration. 
Transportation  Department. 


18747 

18825 

18825 

18826 
18826 
18827 
18827 


18825 

18827 

18879 

18822 

18879 


16918 


18860 

18835 
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Treasury  Department 

See  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  Bureau. 

Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 

NOTICES 

18801  Colorado-Big  Thompson  Project,  proposed  Green 

Mountain  Reservoir  operating  policy,  Colo.;  inquiry 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES 

18751  Agency  Decisional  Processes,  Washington,  D.C., 
4-13-81 

ARTS  AND  HUMANITIES,  NATIONAL  FOUNDATION 
18823  Expansion  Arts  Panel  (Interdisciplinary/ 

Community  Cultural  Centers)  to  the  National 
Council  on  the  Arts,  Washington,  D.C.,  4-1  through 
4-3-81 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration — 

18754  Discussion  of  Salmon  and  Steelhead  Conservation 
and  Enhancement  Act  of  1980,  Portland,  Oreg., 
4-13-81 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

18774  Energy  Policy  Task  Force,  Washington,  D.C., 
4-30-81 

18784  National  Petroleum  Council,  Air  Quality  Task 
Group  of  the  Committee  on  Environmental 
Conservation,  Washington,  D.C.,  4-15  and  5-20-81 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service — 

18792  Canada  geese  management  program,  Madison, 

Wis.,  4-14-81 

Land  Management  Bureau — 

18798  Arizona:  Safford  District  Advisory  Council,  Safford, 
Ariz.,  5-14-81 

18795  Canon  City  District,  various  cities  throughout 
Colorado,  April  meetings 

18794  Casper  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board,  Casper, 
Wyo.,  4-24-81 

18796  Hualapai-Aquarius  draft  grazing  environmental 
impact  statement,  Kingman  and  Phoenix,  Ariz., 

4-22  and  4-23-81  respectively 

18796  Preparation  of  a  draft  environmental  impact 

statement  on  the  environmental  consequences  of  a 
coal  gasification  facility  proposed  by  Energy 
Synfuels  Associates,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  5-4; 
Price,  Utah,  5-5;  Castledale,  Utah,  5-6;  and  Green 
River,  Utah,  5-7-81 

18796  Salem  District  Advisory  Council,  Salem,  Oreg., 
4-9-81 

18799  Winnemucca  District  Grazing  Board,  Winnemucca, 
Nev.,  5-5-81 


OCEANS  AND  ATMOSPHERE  NATIONAL  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

18822  Fisheries  Subgroup  of  the  Independent  Areas  Task 
Force  (IATF)  of  the  Committee,  Washington,  D.C., 
4-6  and  4-7-81 

HEARINGS 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Land  Management  Bureau — 

18792  Federal  coal  production  goals  for  the  Fort  Union 
Coal  Production  Region  and  on  the  setting  of  a 
preliminary  Federal  leasing  target,  4-30  and  5-6-81 
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Title  3 —  Proclamation  4828  of  March  20,  1981 

The  President  Cancer  Control  Month 

Correction 

The  file  line  for  Proclamation  4828,  appearing  at  page  18523  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  March  25, 1981,  was  omitted.  The  file  line  is  [FR  Doc.  81-9253 
Filed  3-24-81;  11:06  am] 
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Presidential  Documents 


Proclamation  4829  of  March  23,  1981 

Small  Business  Week,  1981 


By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

Two  centuries  ago  in  this  country,  small  business  owners — the  merchants,  the 
builders,  the  traders — rebelled  against  excessive  taxation  and  government 
interference  and  helped  found  this  Nation.  Today  we  are  working  to  bring 
about  another  revolution,  this  time  against  the  intolerable  burdens  inflation, 
over-regulation,  and  over-taxation  have  placed  upon  the  Nation’s  12  million 
small  businesses,  which  provide  the  livelihood  for  more  than  100  million  of  our 
people. 

To  revitalize  the  Nation,  we  must  stimulate  small  business  growth  and 
opportunity.  Small  business  accounts  for  over  60  percent  of  our  jobs,  half  of 
our  business  output,  and  at  least  half  of  the  innovations  that  keep  American 
industry  strong.  The  imagination,  skills,  and  willingness  of  small  business  men 
and  women  to  take  necessary  risks  symbolize  the  free  enterprise  foundation 
of  the  American  economy  and  must  be  encouraged. 

I  urge  all  Americans  who  own  or  work  in  a  small  business  to  continue  their 
resourcefulness  and  successes,  for  these  efforts  contribute  so  much  to  the 
entrepreneurial  spirit  which  made  this  Nation  great.  It  is  with  justifiable  pride 
that  the  American  small  business  man  can  point  to  himself  as  the  backbone  of 
our  Nation. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  RONALD  REAGAN,  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  do  hereby  proclaim  the  week  beginning  May  10,  1981,  as  Small 
Business  Week.  I  call  upon  every  American  to  join  me  in  this  tribute. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  23rd  day  of  March, 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  eighty-one,  and  of  the  Independence 
of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  fifth. 


[FR  Doc.  81-9356 
'  Filed  3-24-81:  3:53  pm] 
Billing  code  3195-01-M 
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Presidential  Documents 


Executive  Order  12300  of  March  23,  1981 

Exceptions  From  the  Competitive  Service 


By  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  President  of  the  United  States  of  America  by 
Sections  3301  and  3302  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code,  and  having 
determined  that  it  is  necessary  and  warranted  by  conditions  of  good  adminis¬ 
tration  that  certain  positions  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  ought  to  be 
excluded  from  the  coverage  of  Section  2302  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States 
Code,  and  excepted  from  the  competitive  service  because  of  their  confidential, 
policy-determining,  policy-making,  or  policy-advocating  character,  in  order  to 
ensure  their  deep  involvement  in  the  development  and  advocacy  of  Adminis¬ 
tration  proposals  and  policies  and  to  ensure  their  effective  and  vigorous 
implementation,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that  Section  6.8  of  Civil  Service  Rule  VI 
(5  C.F.R.  6.8)  is  amended  by  adding  thereto  the  following  new  subsection: 

“(c)  Within  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  positions  in  the  Agricultural  Stabi¬ 
lization  and  Conservation  Service  the  incumbents  of  which  serve  as  State 
Executive  Directors  and  positions  in  the  Farmers  Home  Administration  the 
incumbents  of  which  serve  as  State  Directors  or  State  Directors-at-Large  shall 
be  listed  in  Schedule  C  for  all  grades  of  the  General  Schedule.”. 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE, 
March  23,  1981. 


[FR  Doc.  81-9357 
Filed  3-24-81;  3:54  pm) 
Billing  code  3195-01-M 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Part  907 

[Navel  Orange  Regulation  515] 

Navel  Oranges  Grown  in  Arizona  and 
Designated  Part  of  California; 

Limitation  of  Handling 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  California-Arizona 
navel  oranges  that  may  be  shipped  to 
market  during  the  period  March  27, 
1981-April  2, 1981.  Such  action  is  needed 
to  provide  for  orderly  marketing  of  fresh 
navel  oranges  for  this  period  due  to  the 
marketing  situation  confronting  the 
orange  industry. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  27, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

William  J.  Doyle,  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  rule  has  been  reviewed  under 
USDA  procedures  and  Executive  Order 
12291  and  has  been  classified  “not 
significant",  and  is  not  a  major  rule.  This 
regulation  is  issued  under  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
907,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  907), 
regulating  the  handling  of  navel  oranges 
grown  in  Arizona  and  designated  part  of 
California.  The  agreement  and  order  are 
effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674).  This  action 
is  based  upon  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Navel 
Orange  Administrative  Committee  and 
upon  other  available  information.  It  is 
hereby  found  that  this  action  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act. 


This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
marketing  policy  for  1980-81.  The 
marketing  policy  was  recommended  by 
the  committee  following  discussion  at  a 
public  meeting  on  October  14, 1980.  A 
regulatory  impact  analysis  on  the 
marketing  policy  is  available  from 
William  J.  Doyle,  Acting  Chief,  Fruit 
Branch,  F&V,  AMS,  USDA,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  telephone  202-447-5975. 

The  committee  met  again  publicly  on 
March  24, 1981  at  Los  Angeles, 
California,  to  consider  the  current  and 
prospective  conditions  of  supply  and 
demand  and  recommended  a  quantity  of 
navels  deemed  advisable  to  be  handled 
during  the  specified  week.  The 
committee  reports  the  demand  for  navel 
oranges  has  improved. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insufficient 
time  between  the  date  when  information 
became  available  upon  which  this 
regulation  is  based  and  the  effective 
date  necessary  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act.  Interested 
persons  were  given  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  on  the 
regulation  at  an  open  meeting.  It  is 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act  to  make  this  regulatory 
provision  effective  as  specified,  and 
handlers  have  been  apprised  of  such 
provisions  and  the  effective  time. 

1.  Section  907.815  is  added  as  follows: 

§  907.815  Navel  Orange  Regulation  515. 

The  quantities  of  navel  oranges  grown 
in  Arizona  and  California  which  may  be 
handled  during  the  period  March  27, 
1981,  through  April  2, 1981,  are 
established  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1: 1,592,000  cartons: 

(2)  District  2: 158,000  cartons; 

(3)  District  3:  unlimited  cartons; 

(4)  District  4:  unlimited  cartons. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9435  Filed  3-25-81: 11:50  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3410-02-M 


Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

9  CFR  Part  78 

Brucellosis  Areas 

AGENCY:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  These  amendments  add  all  of 
Alaska  except  the  Aleutian  Islands 
below  56°  latitude  to  the  list  of  Certified 
Brucellosis-Free  Areas  and  delete  this 
area  from  the  list  of  Modified  Certified 
Brucellosis  Areas.  It  has  been 
determined  that  this  area  qualifies  to  be 
designated  as  a  Certified  Brucellosis- 
Free  Area.  The  effect  of  this  action  will 
allow  for  less  restrictions  on  cattle 
moved  interstate  from  this  area.  These 
amendments  also  add  the  counties  of 
Hickory  in  Missouri,  Corson,  Custer, 
Dewey,  Hyde,  McPherson,  Meade,  and 
Spink  in  South  Dakota,  and  Kerr  in 
Texas,  to  the  list  of  Modified  Certified 
Brucellosis  Areas  and  delete  them  from 
the  list  of  Certified  Brucellosis-Free 
Areas  because  it  has  been  determined 
that  these  counties  now  qualify  only  as 
Modified  Certified  Brucellosis  Areas. 
The  effect  of  this  action  will  provide  for 
more  restrictions  on  cattle  moved 
interstate  from  these  areas. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  26, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Dr.  A.  D.  Robb,  USDA,  APHIS,  VS, 

Room  805,  6505  Belcrest  Road, 
Hyattsville,  MD  20782,  301-436-8713. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
final  action  is  issued  in  conformance 
with  Executive  Order  12291  and  has 
been  determined  to  be  "not  major.”  The 
emergency  nature  of  this  action  makes- it 
impracticable  for  the  agency  to  follow 
the  procedures  of  Executive  Order  12291 
with  respect  to  this  rule. 

Dr.  Paul  Becton,  Director,  National 
Brucellosis  Eradication  Program,  USDA, 
APHIS,  VS,  has  determined  that  an 
emergency  situation  exists  which 
warrants  publication  without 
opportunity  for  a  public  comment  period 
on  this  final  action.  The  amendment 
designating  areas  as  Certified 
Brucellosis-Free  Areas  relieves  certain 
restrictions  presently  imposed  on  the 
interstate  movement  of  cattle.  These 
restrictions  are  no  longer  deemed 
necessary  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
brucellosis  from  such  areas.  Therefore, 
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the  amendment  should  be  made 
effective  immediately  in  order  to  permit 
affected  persons  to  move  cattle 
interstate  from  such  areas  without 
unnecessary  restrictions. 

The  amendment  designating  areas  as 
Modified  Certified  Brucellosis  Areas 
imposes  restrictions  presently  not 
imposed  on  the  interstate  movement  of 
cattle  from  these  areas.  The  additional 
restrictions  are  necessary  in  order  to 
prevent  the  spread  of  brucellosis  from 
such  areas  and,  therefore,  must  be  made 
effective  immediately. 

Further,  pursuant  to  the 
administrative  procedure  provisions  in  5 
U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedure 
with  respect  to  this  final  rule  are 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  this  final  rule  effective  less  than 
30  days  after  publication  of  this 
document  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dr.  Harry  C.  Mussman,  Administrator 
of  the  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  has  determined  that 
this  action  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  because  the 
change  in  brucellosis  status  affects  less 
than  0.25  percent  of  the  farms  in  the 
United  States  and  does  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  other  types  of 
small  entities. 

A  complete  list  of  brucellosis  areas 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(45  FR  85718-85720)  effective  December 
30, 1980.  These  amendments  add  all  of 
Alaska  except  the  Aleutian  Islands 
below  56°  latitude  to  the  list  of  Certified 
Brucellosis-Free  Areas  in  §  78.20  and 
delete  this  area  from  the  list  of  Modified 
Certified  Brucellosis  Areas  in  §  78.21, 
because  it  has  been  determined  that 
such  area  now  comes  within  the 
definition  of  a  Certified  Brucellosis-Free 
Area  contained  in  §  78.1(1)  of  the 
regulations.  These  amendments  add  the 
counties  of  Hickory  in  Missouri,  Corson, 
Custer,  Dewey,  Hyde,  McPherson, 
Meade,  and  Spink  in  South  Dakota,  and 
Kerr  in  Texas  to  the  list  of  Modified 
Certified  Brucellosis  Areas  in  §  78.21 
and  remove  these  counties  from  the  list 
of  Certified  Brucellosis-Free  Areas  in 
§  78.20,  because  it  has  been  determined 
that  they  now  qualify  only  as  Modified 
Certified  Brucellosis  Areas  as  defined  in 
§  78.1(m)  of  the  regulations.  This  list  is 
updated  monthly  and  reflects  actions 
taken  under  criteria  for  designating 
areas  according  to  brucellosis  status. 
Accordingly,  Part  78,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  hereby  amended 
in  the  following  respects: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  78 
reads  as  follows: 


Authority:  (Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as 
amended;  secs.  1  and  2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as 
amended;  sec.  3,  33  Stat.  1265,  as  amended: 
sec.  2,  65  Stat.  693;  and  secs.  3  and  11,  76  Stat. 
130, 132  (21  U.S.C.  111-113, 114a-l,  115, 117, 
120, 121, 125, 134b,  134f,  37  FR  28464.  28477;  38 
FR  19141.) 

§78.20  [Amended] 

2.  In  §  78.20,  paragraph  (b)  is  amended 
by  adding:  Alaska.  All  of  Alaska  except 
the  Aleutian  Islands  below  56“  latitude; 
and  deleting:  Missouri.  Hickory;  South 
Dakota.  Corson,  Custer,  Dewey,  Hyde. 
McPherson,  Meade,  Spink;  and  Texas. 
Kerr. 

§78.21  [  Amended  J 

3.  In  §  78.21,  paragraph  (a)  is  amended 
by  removing  Alaska  and  adding  the 
word  “None.” 

4.  In  §  78.21,  paragraph  (b)  is  amended 
by  adding:  Alaska.  The  Aleutian  Islands 
below  56“  latitude;  Missouri.  Hickory; 
South  Dakota.  Corson,  Custer,  Dewey, 
Hyde,  McPherson,  Meade,  Spink;  Texas. 
Kerr. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th  day  of 
March  1981. 

J.  K.  Atwell, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary  Services. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9147  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-34-M 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 
12  CFR  Parts  523  and  545 

Mutual  Fund  Investments 

Dated:  March  12, 1981. 

agency:  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

action:  Final  regulations. 

summary:  These  amendments 
implement  section  401  of  the  Depository 
Institution  Deregulation  and  Monetary 
Control  Act  of  1980  by  authorizing 
Federal  associations  to  invest  in  mutual 
funds  holding  assets  that  Federal 
associations  may  invest  in  without 
limitation.  Further,  the  amendments 
clarify  and  correct  certain  provisions  of 
the  Board's  current  regulations  regarding 
(1)  mutual  fund  investment  by  Federal 
associations  pursuant  to  their  corporate 
debt  security  and  commercial  paper 
investment  authority,  and  (2)  investment 
for  liquidity  purposes  in  mutual  funds  by 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  member 
institutions. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  26, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

David  J.  Bristol,  Attorney,  Office  of 
General  Counsel,  1700  G  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D  C.  20552.  telephone  (202) 
377-6461. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Federal  Association  Investment  in 
Mutual  Funds 

Section  401  of  the  Depository 
Institutions  Deregulation  and  Monetary 
Control  Act  of  1980  (“Act"),  Pub.  L.  96- 
221,  94  Stat.  132,  authorizes  Federal 
associations  to  invest  in  any  open-end 
management  investment  company 
registered  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940,  the 
portfolio  of  which  is  restricted  by  such 
management  company’s  investment 
policy,  changeable  only  by  shareholder 
vote,  to  investments  in  which  Federal 
associations  may  invest  without 
limitation.  The  Board  therefore  has 
added  this  new  statutory  authorization 
to  the  list  of  permitted  investments  for 
Federal  associations  set  forth  at  12  CFR 
545.9  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (i)  to 
that  section. 

Federal  associations  currently  also 
may  invest  in  mutual  fund  companies 
that  invest  in  corporate  debt  securities 
and  commercial  paper  pursuant  to  12 
CFR  545.9-4(a)  (Board  Resolution  No. 
80-701;  44  FR  76104;  published 
November  18, 1980).  This  authority  was 
intended  to  allow  associations  to  invest 
either  directly  or  indirectly  in  corporate 
debt  securities  and  commercial  paper 
within  the  statutory  20-percent-of-assets 
category  for  such  investments  (12  U.S.C. 
1464(c)(2)(B)).  However,  in  order  not  to 
be  unnecessarily  restrictive  with  regard 
to  association  investments  in  mutual 
funds  holding  a  mixed  portfolio  of 
corporate  debt  securities,  commercial 
paper  and  investments  authorized  under 
the  Section  401  mutual  fund  investment 
authority,  §  545.9-4{a)  provided  for 
investment  in  mutual  funds  with 
portfolios  restricted  in  investments 
authorized  for  Federals  under  §  545.9-4 
“and  other  regulations  or  law."  In 
response  to  questions  that  have  arisen 
subsequent  to  adoption  of  §  545.9-4 
regarding  the  scope  of  the  quoted 
language,  the  Board  by  this  Resolution  is 
amending  §  545.9-4(a)  to  clarify  that 
within  the  20-percent-of-assets  category 
Federal  associations  may  invest  in 
mutual  funds  with  portfolios  restricted 
to  investments  authorized  under  §  545.9- 
4  and  new  §  545.9(i). 

Federal  Association  Liquidity 
Investment  in  Corporate  Debt 
Obligations  and  Commercial  Paper 

Section  325  of  the  Housing  and 
Community  Development  Act  of  1980 
("HCDA")  (Pub.  L.  96-399;  94  Stat.  132 
(October  8, 1980))  provides  that  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  member  institutions 
may  maintain  assets  in  the  form  of 
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corporate  debt  obligations  and 
commercial  paper  for  liquidity  purposes. 
As  discussed  more  fully  below,  the 
Board  implemented  Section  325  by 
amending  12  CFR  523.10  of  the  Board’s 
Bank  System  regulations  to  provide  that 
such  instruments  are  eligible  liquid 
assets.  Section  545.9(a)  of  the  Board’s 
Federal  savings  and  loan  association 
regulations  authorizes  Federal 
associations  to  invest,  without 
limitation,  in  assets  eligible  under 
§  523.10(g).  other  than  time  deposits  and 
bankers’  acceptances.  Section  545.9(a) 
could  be  interpreted  to  allow  Federal 
associations  to  invest  in  corporate  debt 
obligations  and  commercial  paper 
eligible  as  liquid  assets  under  §  523.10(g) 
in  excess  of  the  20  percent  limit  placed 
on  such  investments  by  §  401  of  the 
Depository  Institutions  Deregulation  and 
Monetary  Control  Act  of  1980  and 
§  545.9-4  of  the  Board’s  regulations.  The 
Board  believes  that  it  is  prudent  to 
retain  the  20-percent-of-assets  limitation 
of  §  545.9-4  and,  therefore,  is  amending 
§  545.9(a)  accordingly. 

Mutual  Fund  Investment  Counting 
Toward  Liquidity  Requirements 

Section  405  of  the  Act  amended 
Section  5A(b)(l)  of  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1425a)  to 
provide  that,  subject  to  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board  approval,  institutions 
that  are  members  of  Federal  Home  Loan 
Banks  may  count  toward  their  liquidity 
requirements  investments  in  mutual 
funds  whose  portfolios  are  restricted  to 
investments  specifically  described  in 
Section  405,  i.e.  cash  and  certain  time 
and  savings  deposits,  government 
obligations,  and  bankers  acceptances 
'(revised  §  5A(b)(l)(A),  (B).  and  (C)). 

On  August  21, 1980,  the  Board 
implemented  Section  405  by  adding  a 
new  subparagraph  (7)  to  §  523.10(g)  of 
the  Regulations  for  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  System,  which  sets  forth 
investments  eligible  as  liquid  assets, 
and  a  new  subparagraph  (6)  to 
§  523.10(h),  setting  forth  investments 
eligible  as  short-term  liquid  assets 
(Board  Resolution  No.  80-530;  45  FR 
578113,  published  August  27. 1980).  New 
subparagraph  523.10(g)(7)  provided  that 
a  mutual  fund  investment  would  be  an 
eligible  liquid  asset  if  the  fund’s 
portfolio  were  restricted  to  assets 
described  in  §  523.10(g),  all  of  which  are 
included  in  revised  §  5A(b)(l)(A),  (B), 
and  (C). 

On  December  31, 1980,  the  Board 
again  amended  liquidity  regulation 
§  523.10(g)  to  implement  Section  325  of 
HDCA,  which  provided  that,  subject  to 
Board  approval,  a  member  institution 
could  include  as  eligible  liquid  assets 
certain  corporate  debt  obligations  and 


commerical  paper  (Board  Resolution  No. 
80-844;  46  FR  2029,  published  January  8, 
1981).  At  that  time,  the  mutual  fund 
liquidity  investment  provision  was 
inadvertently  moved  from  subparagraph 
(g)(7)  to  subparagraph  (g)(8)  and  the  new 
corporate-debt  obligation  and 
commercial-paper  liquidity  investment 
authority  inserted  at  (g)(7).  Thus,  the 
mutual  fund  liquidity  investment 
language,  with  its  inclusion  of  any 
investments  described  in  paragraph  (g), 
encompassed  investments  in  mutual 
funds  holding  corporate  debt  obligations 
and  commercial  paper  despite  the 
exclusion  of  such  fund  under  the  mutual 
fund  liquidity  investment  authority  of 
Section  405.  Accordingly,  the  Board  is 
amending  §  523.10(g)  by  redesignating 
the  mutual  fund  liquidity  eligibility  as 
subparagraph  (g)(7),  specifically  setting 
out  the  portfolio  restrictions  of  such 
funds  by  reference  to  subparagraphs  (g) 
(1)  through  (6),  and  by  redesignating  the 
corporate  debt  obligation  and 
commercial  paper  liquidity  eligibility  as 
subparagraph  (g)(8). 

The  definition  of  the  term  “corporate” 
given  in  Board  Resolution  No.  80-701  for 
use  with  §  545.9-4  includes  government 
corporations.  Using  such  a  definition  for 
§  523.10  would  effectively  extend  from 
two  to  three  years  the  permissible 
maturity  for  eligible  liquid  assets  in  the 
form  of  obligations  issued  by  a  State  or 
local  government  corporation,  and 
backed  by  the  taxing  authority  of  such 
State  or  local  government.  The 
definition  also  would  include  otherwise 
ineligible  obligations  of  government 
corporations  not  so  secured.  As  noted  in 
Board  Resolution  No.  80-844,  the 
obligations  of  such  government 
corporations  are  less  liquid  than  highly 
rated  obligations  of  non-governmental 
business  corporations.  Accordingly,  the 
Board  is  amending  redesignated 
subparagraph  (g)(8)  of  §  523.10  to  clarify 
that  the  instruments  of  such  State  and 
Local  government  corporations  are  to  be 
considered  State  or  local  government 
obligations  that  may  qualify  as  an 
eligible  liquid  asset  pursuant  to 
subparagraph  (g)(6).  but  that  such 
instruments  may  not  be  considered 
corporate  debt  or  commercial  paper 
pursuant  to  subparagraph  (g)(8). 

In  addition,  subparagraph  (h)(6)  of 
§  523.10  currently  allows  an  investment 
in  an  eligible  mutual  fund  to  qualify  as  a 
short-term  liquid  asset  to  the  extent  that 
the  investments  of  such  fund  “are 
eligible  under  this  paragraph  (h)’\  i.e.. 
consist  of  short-term  liquid  assets. 
Under  the  present  rule,  therefore, 
associations  must  constantly  keep  track 
of  the  contents  of  the  portfolio  of  a 
qualifying  fund  to  be  certain  that  the 


proper  percentage  of  the  fund’s  portfolio 
is  made  up  of  short-term  liquid  assets. 

The  Board  believes  that  the 
difficulties  involved  in  tracking  the 
frequent  portfolio  changes  of  a  mutual 
fund  may  inhibit  member  institutions 
from  using  such  a  fund  as  a  short-term 
liquid  asset.  The  Board,  therefore,  is 
amending  §  523.10(h)(6)  to  provide  that  a 
mutual  fund  investment  may  count  as  a 
short-term  liquid  asset  if  the  investment 
policy  of  the  fund,  changeable  only  by 
vote  of  the  shareholders,  restricts  the 
fund’s  portfolio  to  short-term  liquid 
assets  specified  in  subparagraphs  (h)(1) 
through  (5).  The  Board  believes  that 
such  a  change  will  enable  member 
institutions  to  better  identify  those  funds 
which  qualify  as  short-term  liquid 
assets,  thereby  facilitating  investment  in 
such  funds  to  satisfy  the  liquidity 
requirements. 

In  addition,  the  Board  is  taking  this 
opportunity  to  clarify  Board  Resolution 
No.  80-844  by  amending  paragraph  (a)  of 
§  523.10  to  expressly  allow  demand 
deposits  at  the  Savings  Banks  Trust 
Company,  New  York,  New  York,  to  be 
treated  as  cash  for  liquidity  purposes, 
and  by  making  a  typographical 
correction  in  subparagraph  (g)(1)  of  that 
section. 

Because  these  amendments  in  part 
implement  statutory  directives  and  in 
part  are  clarifying  or  corrective  in 
nature,  the  Board  finds  that  observance 
of  the  notice  and  comment  procedures  of 
12  CFR  508.11  and  5  U.S.C.  §  553(b)  and 
the  30-day  delay  of  effective  date 
provision  of  12  CFR  508.14  and  5  U.S.C. 

§  553(d)  is  unnecessary  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest,  and  the  amendments 
therefore  will  become  effective  as 
provided  above. 

The  reader’s  attention  is  also  invited 
to  Board  Resolution  81-135,  adopted 
today,  which  proposes  further 
amendments  to  the  Board's  liquidity 
regulations. 

Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby 
amends  Part  523  of  Subchapter  B  and 
Part  545  of  Subchapter  C,  Chapter  V  of 
Title  12.  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  as 
set  forth  below. 

SUBCHAPTER  B— FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN 
BANK  SYSTEM 

PART  523— MEMBERS  OF  BANKS 

1.  Amend  §  523.10  by  (1)  revising 
paragraph  (a),  and  (2)  amending 
paragraph  (g)  by  revising  subparagraph 
(g)(1),  redesignating  existing 
subparagraphs  (g)(7)  and  (g)(8)  as 
subparagraphs  (g)(8)  and  (g)(7), 
respectively,  and  revising  new 
subparagraphs  (g)(7)  and  (g)(8);  to  read 
as  follows: 


18688 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  58  /  Thursday,  March  26,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


§  523.10  Definition  for  the  purposes  of 
this  section,  §§  523.11  and  523.12. 

(а)  Cash.  Cash  on  hand  and 
unpledged  demand  deposits  in  a  Bank, 
an  insured  bank,  the  Bank  for  Savings 
and  Loan  Associations,  Chicago,  Illinois, 
or  the  Savings  Banks  Trust  Company, 
New  York,  New  York,  but  not  gold  in 
any  form. 

***** 

(g)  Liquid  assets. 

***** 

(1)  Time  deposits  in  a  Bank,  the  Bank 
for  Savings  and  Loan  Associations, 
Chicago,  Illinois,  or  the  Savings  Banks 
Trust  Company,  New  York,  New  York; 
***** 

(7)  Shares  or  certificates  in  any  open- 
end  management  investment  company 
registered  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940,  while 
the  portfolio  of  such  company  is 
restricted  by  its  investment  policy, 
changeable  only  by  vote  of 
shareholders,  to  investments  described 
in  subparagraphs  (1)  through  (6)  of  this 
paragraph  (g);  and 

(8)  corporate  debt  obligations  and 
commercial  paper  denominated  in 
dollars  and  issued  by  &  non¬ 
governmental  entity  domiciled  in  the 
United  States,  if: 

(i)  such  corporate  debt  obligations  (a) 
continue  to  be  rated  in  one  of  the  four 
highest  grades  by  the  most  recently 
published  rating  of  such  obligations  by  a 
nationally  recognized  investment  rating 
service,  (6)  will  mature  in  3  years  or 
less,  and  (c)  are  not  convertible  to 
common  stock; 

(ii)  such  commercial  paper  (a) 
continues  to  be  rated  in  one  of  the  two 
highest  grades  by  the  most  recently 
published  rating  of  such  paper  by  a 
nationally  recognized  investment  rating 
service,  and  (6)  will  mature  within  270 
days  or  less; 

Provided,  that  an  amount  not  in 
excess  of  1  percent  of  such  institution’s 
assets  invested  in  eligible  corporate 
debt  obligations  or  commercial  paper  of 
a  single  issuer  shall  be  counted  as  a 
liquid  asset. 

***** 

2.  Amend  §  523.10  by  redesignating 
existing  subparagraphs  (h)(6)  and  (h)(7) 
as  (h)(7)  and  (h)(6),  respectively,  and 
revising  new  subparagraphs  (h)(6)  and 

(h)(7)  to  read  as  follows: 
***** 

(h)  Short-term  liquid  assets.  *  *  * 

(б)  Shares  or  certificates  of  any 
investment  company  qualifying  under 
subparagraph  (g)(7)  of  this  section,  while 


the  portfolio  of  such  company  is 
restricted  by  its  investment  policy, 
changeable  only  by  vote  of  the 
shareholders,  to  investments  described 
in  subparagraphs  (1)  through  (5)  of  this 
paragraph  (h);  and 

(7)  Corporate  debt  obligations  and 
commercial  paper  specified  in 
subparagraph  (g)(8)  of  this  section  which 
will  mature  in  six  months  or  less. 

SUBCHAPTER  C— FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND 
LOAN  SYSTEM 

PART  545— OPERATIONS 

3.  Amend  §  545.9  by  (1)  revising 
paragraph  (a),  (2)  removing  the  word 
"and”  at  the  end  of  paragraph  (g),  (3) 
deleting  the  period  at  the  end  of 
paragraph  (h)  and  replacing  it  with  a 
semi-colon  and  the  word  “and”,  and  (4) 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (i);  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  545.9  Securities  and  other  investments. 

A  Federal  associations  may  invest  in: 

(a)  Assets  which  qualify  as  liquid 
assets,  as  defined  in  §  523.10(g)  of  this 
Chapter  (provided  that  total  investment 
in  corporate  debt  obligations  and 
commercial  paper  shall  be  subject  to  the 
limitation  of  §  545.9-4(a)  of  this  Part), 
and  assets,  other  than  time  deposits  and 
bankers’  acceptances,  which  would  so 
qualify  except  for  the  maturity 
limitations  in  §  523.10(g); 
***** 

(i)  Shares  or  certificates  in  any  open- 
end  management  investment  company 
which  is  registered  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940  and 
the  portfolio  of  which  is  restricted  by 
such  management  company’s 
investment  policy,  changeable  only  if 
authorized  by  shareholder  vote,  solely 
to  investments  that  an  association  is 
authorized,  without  limitation  as  to 
percentage  of  assets,  to  invest  in,  sell, 
redeem,  hold,  or  otherwise  deal  with. 
The  authority  to  invest  in  such 
companies  includes  the  authority  to 
redeem  or  hold  the  shares  or  certificates 
of  such  companies. 

4.  Revise  §  545.9 — 4(a)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  545.9-4  Commercial  paper  and 
corporate  debt  securities. 

(a)  General.  A  Federal  association 
may  invest  in,  sell,  or  hold  commercial 
paper  and  corporate  debt  securities, 
including  corporate  debt  securities 
convertible  into  stock,  subject  to  the 
limitations  set  forth  in  paragraph  (b): 
provided,  that  at  any  one  time  the  total 


investment  made  under  this  section  and 
§  545.7-10  (“Consumer  loans”),  added 
together,  shall  not  exceed  20  percent  of 
the  association’s  assets.  An  investment 
under  this  section  includes  the  investing 
in,  redeeming,  or  holding  shares  of  any 
open-end  management  investment 
company  which  has  registered  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  and  whose  portfolio  is  restricted  by 
such  management  company’s 
investment  policy,  changeable  only  if 
authorized  by  shareholder  vote,  solely 
to  the  investments  that  an  association  is 
authorized  to  invest  in  pursuant  to  this 
section  and  paragraph  (i)  of  §  545.9  of 
this  Part. 

***** 

(94  Stat.  1649,  Pub.  L.  96-339;  94  Stat.  132, 

Pub.  L.  96-221;  12  U.S.C.  1437,  Reorg.  Plan  No. 
3  of  1947, 12  FR  4981,  3  CFR,  1947  Supp.) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

). ).  Finn, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9135  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6720-01-M 


FARM  CREDIT  ADMINISTRATION 
12  CFR  Part  611 

Compensation  of  District  Board 
Members;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Farm  Credit  Administration. 
ACTION:  Final  rule;  correction. 

summary:  This  document  corrects  the 
effective  date  relating  to  a  final 
regulation  increasing  the  maximum  level 
of  compensation  of  Farm  Credit  district 
board  members  which  was  published  on 
March  17, 1981  (46  FR  17011). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Larry  H.  Bacon,  Deputy  Governor,  Office 
of  Administration,  Farm  Credit 
Administration,  490  L’  Enfant  Plaza, 

S.W.,  Washington,  DC  20578  (202-755- 
2181). 

The  following  correction  is  made  in 
FR  Doc.  818077  appearing  on  page  17011 
in  the  issue  of  March  17, 1981: 

On  page  17011  "Effective  Date:  March 
17, 1918.”  is  corrected  to  read  “Effective 
Date:  April  16, 1981.”. 

Donald  E.  Wilkinson, 

Governor. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9175  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6705-01-M 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  81-SO-IO;  Arndt.  No.  39-4071] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Teledyne 
Continental  Motors  A-65,  A75,  C75, 

C85,  C90,  A- 100,  C125,  and  0-200 
Series  Engines 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD) 
which  requires  disassembly,  inspection 
and  cleaning  or  replacement  as 
necessary  of  the  engine  driven  fuel 
pump  on  certain  Teledyne  Continental 
Motors  A-65,  A75,  C75,  C85,  C90,  A-100. 
C125,  and  0-200  series  engines.  The  AD 
is  prompted  by  reports  of  contaminated 
and  obstructed  fuel  pump  screens  which 
has  resulted  in  fuel  flow  restriction. 
date:  Effective  April  1, 1981. 

Compliance  Schedule — As  prescribed 
in  body  of  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
bulletin  may  be  obtained  from  Teledyne 
Continental  Motors,  P.O.  Box  90,  Mobile, 
Alabama  36601. 

A  copy  of  the  service  bulletin  is  also 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket,  Room 
275,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA,  Southern  Region,  3400 
Norman  Berry  Drive,  East  Point,  Georgia 
30344. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Gil  Carter,  ASO-214,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA.  Southern 
Region,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30320,  telephone  (404)  763-7435. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  There 
have  been  reports  of  clogged  and 
contaminated  fuel  pump  screens  on 
certain  Teledyne  Continental  Motors 
(TCM)  C75  Model  engines.  The 
manufacturer’s  service  instructions  will 
be  revised  to  define  periodic  inspection 
and  cleaning  procedures  for  the  fuel 
pump  and  screen.  Since  this  situation  is 
likely  to  exist  or  develop  on  other 
engines  of  the  same  type  design,  an 
Airworthiness  Directive  is  being  issued 
which  requires  an  initial  and  periodic 
fuel  pump  inspection  on  certain  TCM  A- 
65,  A75,  C75,  C85,  C90,  A-100,  C125,  and 
0-200  series  engines.  It  also  requires 
cleaning  or  replacement  of  the  fuel  pump 
or  fuel  pump  screen  on  these  TCM 
engines. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this 
regulation,  it  is  found  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are 
impracticable  and  good  cause  exists  for 


making  this  amendment  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new 
Airworthiness  Directive  (AD): 

Teledyne  Continental  Motors:  Applies  to 

Continental  A-65,  A75,  C75,  C85,  C90.  A- 
100,  C125,  and  0-200  series  engines  with 
AC  fuel  pumps,  TCM  part  number  40585. 
40695  or  631391  installed.  Compliance 
required  within  30  days  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  or  within  the 
next  25  hours  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  whichever 
occurs  first,  unless  already  accomplished 
within  the  last  12  months  and  at  intervals 
not  to  exceed  12  months  after  the  last 
inspection.  To  prevent  fuel  starvation 
due  to  fuel  flow  restriction  through  the 
pump  screen  accomplish  the  following: 

a.  Remove  safety  wire  and  bolt  from  fuel 
pump  top  cover.  Discard  fiber  washer  under 
bolt. 

b.  Remove  the  fuel  pump  top  cover.  Discard 
cork  cover  gasket. 

c.  Remove  fuel  pump  screen. 

d.  Inspect  the  fuel  pump  and  fuel  pump 
screen  for  contamination. 

(1)  If  contaminated,  clean  fuel  pump  and 
fuel  pump  screen. 

(2)  If  fuel  pump  is  damaged  by  corrosion, 
replace  with  an  applicable  serviceable  fuel 
pump. 

(3)  If  fuel  pump  screen  is  damaged  by 
corrosion  or  handling,  replace  with  a 
serviceable  fuel  pump  screen.  TCM  p/n 
643913. 

e.  Reinstall  fuel  pump  screen,  fuel  pump 
cover  with  new  cork  cover  gasket,  TCM  p/n 
643915  and  new  bolt  gasket  p/n  643914. 
Torque  bolt  to  30±  5  inch-pounds. 

f.  Re-safety  wire  fuel  pump  top  cover  bolt 
and  check  for  leaks. 

g.  Make  the  appropriate  maintenance 
record  entry. 

An  equivalent  method  of  compliance 
may  be  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Southern  Region. 

Teledyne  Continental  Motors  Service 
Bulletin  M81-8,  dated  March  9, 1981. 
pertains  to  this  subject. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
April  1, 1981. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423):  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  an  emergency  regulation  under 
the  President's  Memorandum  of  )anuary  29, 
1981,  and  an  emergency  regulation  that  is  not 
major  under  Section  8  of  Executive  Order 
12291.  It  is  impracticable  for  the  agency  to 
follow  the  procedures  of  Order  12291  with 


respect  to  this  rule  since  the  rule  must  be 
issued  immediately  to  correct  an  unsafe 
condition  in  aircraft.  It  has  been  further 
determined  that  this  document  involves  an 
emergency  regulation  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034: 
February  24, 1979).  If  this  action  is 
subsequently  determined  to  involve  a 
significant  regulation,  a  final  regulatory 
evaluation  or  analysis,  as  appropriate,  will  be 
prepared  and  placed  in  the  regulatory  docket 
(otherwise,  an  evaluation  is  not  required).  A 
copy  of  it,  when  filed,  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  person  identified  above  under 
the  caption  “FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT." 

Issued  in  East  Point.  Georgia,  on  March  11, 
1981. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 

Acting  Director.  Southern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8809  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am| 
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14  CFR  Part  39 

l Docket  No.  81-CE-3-AD;  Arndt.  39-4049) 

Airworthiness  Directive;  Cessna 
Models  152,  A152, 172N,  172P,  R172K 
and  172RG 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Correction  of  final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  corrects  a  rule 
issued  on  February  13, 1981,  and 
appearing  in  FR  Doc.  81-5864  on  pages 
13497  and  13498  in  the  issue  of  Monday, 
February  23, 1981  (81-CE-3-AD).  Figure 
1  was  inadvertently  omitted  when  the 
Airworthiness  Directive  (AD)  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
thereby  necessitating  this  correction. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  16, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Paul  O.  Pendleton,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Wichita  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
District  Office,  FAA,  Room  238, 

Terminal  Building  No.  2299,  Mid- 
Continent  Airport,  Wichita,  Kansas; 
Telephone  (316)  942-7927. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 
issued  a  Final  Rule  AD  with  an  effective 
date  of  March  2, 1981.  Inadvertently 
Figure  1  was  omitted  from  the  AD  when 
it  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  February  23, 1981.  Action  is  taken 
herein  to  make  this  correction.  Since  the 
change  is  editorial  in  nature,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  are  not 
considered  necessary. 

In  FR  Doc.  81-5864  appearing  on 
pages  13497  and  13498  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  February  23, 1981,  make  the 
following  correction: 

(1)  Immediately  following  the  Acting 
Director’s  signature,  insert  Figure  1. 
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(Sec.  313(a),  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C. 
1354(a),  1421  and  1423;  Sec.  6(c)  Department 


of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)); 
Section  11.89  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Sec.  11.89)) 


FIGURE  1 


Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on  March 
16, 1981. 

]ohn  E.  Shaw, 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 


Fuel  Tank 

Access  Cover  Model  Fuel  Tank  Capacity  Usable  Fuel 


172  RG 

33/Side 

62 

gallons 

R172K 

34/Side 

66 

gal Ions 

172P 

34/Side 

62 

gal loons 

Outboard 


Left  Side  Shown 


13/Side 

21.5/Side 


26/Side 

19.5/Side 

27/Side 


24.5  gallons 
40  galloons 


49  gallons 
37.5  gallons 

50  gallons 


Right  Side  Opposite 


|Ht  Doc.  81-9108  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am| 
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FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

16  CFR  Part  13 

I  Docket  No.  C-3055] 

Benton  &  Bowles,  Inc.;  Prohibited 
Trade  Practices,  and  Affirmative 
Corrective  Actions 

agency:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 

action:  Final  order. 

summary:  In  settlement  of  alleged 
violations  of  federal  law  prohibiting 
unfair  acts  and  practices  and  unfair 
methods  of  competition,  this  consent 
order  requires,  among  other  things,  a 
New  York  City  advertising  agency  to 
cease,  in  connection  with  the 
advertising  and  sale  of  Encare  or  any 
similar  over-the-counter  vaginal 
contraceptive  suppository  product, 
misrepresenting  or  failing  to 
substantiate  claims  relating  to  the 
product's  effectiveness,  safety  and 
performance  characteristics.  The  firm  is 
further  prohibited  from  disseminating 
advertisements  using  performance  or 
quality  heightening  modifiers  such  as 
“highly,”  er  “extremely,”  in  conjunction 
with  words  like  “effective"  or  “reliable." 
Additionally,  the  order  requires  the 
company  to  disclose  in  print,  radio  and 
TV  consumer  advertising,  certain  facts 
material  to  contraceptive  suppository 
use:  and  to  maintain  business  records 
for  a  period  of  three  years. 
date:  Complaint  and  order  issued 
March  4, 1981. 1 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Leroy  C.  Richie,  Director,  8R,  New  York 
Regional  Office,  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  2243-EB  Federal  Bldg.,  26 
Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 
(212)  264-1207. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

Monday,  December  22, 1980,  there  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  45  FR 
84076,  a  proposed  consent  agreement 
with  analysis  In  the  Matter  of  Benton  & 
Bowles,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  for  the 
purpose  of  soliciting  public  comment. 
Interested  parties  were  given  sixty  (60) 
days  in  which  to  submit  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections  regarding  the 
proposed  form  of  order. 

No  comments  having  been  received, 
the  Commission  has  ordered  the 
issuance  of  the  complaint  in  the  form 
contemplated  by  the  agreement,  made 


'  Copies  of  the  Complaint  and  the  Decision  and 
Older  filed  with  the  original  document. 


its  jurisdictional  findings  and  entered  its 
order  to  cease  and  desist,  as  set  forth  in 
the  proposed  consent  agreement,  in 
disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

The  prohibited  trade  practices  and/or 
corrective  actions,  as  codified  under  16 
CFR  Part  13,  are  as  follows:  Subpart — 
Advertising  Falsely  or  Misleadingly: 

§  13.10  Advertising  falsely  or 
misleadingly,  13.10-5  Knowingly  by 
advertising  agent;  §  13.20  Comparative 
date  or  merits:  §  13.135  Nature  of 
product  or  service;  §  13.160  Promotional 
sales  plans;  §  13.170  Qualities  or 
properties  of  product  or  service.  13.170- 
18  Contraceptive,  13.170-70  Preventive 
or  protective;  §  13.190  Results;  §  13.195 
Safety;  §  13.205  Scientific  or  other 
relevant  facts;  §  13.210  Scientific  tests. 
Subpart — Corrective  Actions  and/or 
Requirements:  §  13.533  Corrective 
actions  and/or  requirements,  13.533-10 
Corrective  advertising,  13.533-20 
Disclosures.  13.533-45  Maintain  records. 
Subpart — Disseminating 
Advertisements,  Etc.:  §  13.1043 
Disseminating  advertisements,  etc. 
Subpart — Failing  To  Provide  Foreign 
Language  Translations:  §  13.1052  Failing 
to  provide  foreign  language  translations. 
Subpart — Misrepresenting  Oneself  and 
Goods — Goods:  §  13.1575  Comparative 
data  or  merits;  §  13.1685  Nature; 

§  13.1710  Qualities  or  properties; 

§  13.1730  Results;  §  13.1740  Scientific  or 
other  relevant  facts.  Subpart — 
Misrepresenting  Oneself  and  Goods — 
Promotional  Sales  Plans:  §  13.1830 
Promotional  sales  plans.  Subpart — 
Neglecting,  Unfairly  or  Deceptively,  To 
Make  Material  Disclosure:  §  13.1863 
Limitations  of  product;  §  13.1885 
Qualities  or  properties;  §  13.1890  Safety: 
§  13.1895  Scientific  or  other  relevant 
facts. 

(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interprets  or 
applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C;  45,  52) 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9109  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 
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16  CFR  Part  13 

I  Docket  No.  C-3057] 

Citicorp  Financial,  Inc.;  Prohibited 
Trade  Practices,  and  Affirmative 
Corrective  Actions 

AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 


ACTION:  Final  order. 

summary:  In  settlement  of  alleged 
violations  of  federal  law  prohibiting 
unfair  acts  and  practices  and  unfair 
methods  of  competition,  this  consent 
order  requires,  among  other  things,  a 
Towson,  Md.,  financial  organization  to 
cease  issuing  any  unsolicited  credit 
card,  except  in  renewal  of  or  in 
substitution  for  an  accepted  credit  card. 
Respondent  is  additionally  required  to 
maintain  prescribed  records  for 
specified  periods. 

DATES:  Complaint  issued  April  18,  1973. 
Order  issued  March  4, 1981. 1 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
FTC/BCP/C,  Frederick  D.  Clements, 
Washington,  D.C.  20580.  (202)  254-6135. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
Tuesday,  December  16, 1980,  there  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  45  FR 
82656,  a  proposed  consent  agreement 
with  analysis  In  the  Matter  of  Citicorp 
Financial,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  for  the 
purpose  of  soliciting  public  comment. 
Interested  parties  were  given  sixty  (60) 
days  in  which  to  submit  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections  regarding  the 
proposed  form  of  order. 

No  comments  having  been  received, 
the  Commission  has  ordered  the 
issuance  of  the  complaint  in  the  form 
contemplated  by  the  agreement,  made 
its  jurisdictional  findings  and  entered  its 
order  to  cease  and  desist,  as  set  forth  in 
the  proposed  consent  agreement,  in 
disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

The  prohibited  trade  practices  and/or 
corrective  actions,  as  codified  under  16 
CFR  Part  13,  are  as  follows:  Subpart — 
Corrective  Actions  and/or 
Requirements:  §  13.533  Corrective 
actions  and/or  requirements,  13.533-20 
Disclosures,  13.533-45  Maintain  records. 
Subpart — Neglecting,  Unfairly  or 
Deceptively,  To  Make  Material 
Disclosure:  §  13.1852  Formal  regulatory 
and  statutory  requirements,  13.1852-75 
Truth  in  Lending  Act. 

(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret  or 
apply  sec.  5.  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  82  Stat. 
146,  147;  15  U.S.C.  45. 1601.  et  seq.) 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

|KR  Dor.  81-9110  Fill'd  3-25-81:  8:45  am| 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[A-6-FRL  1788-6] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of  State 
Implementation  Plans:  Approval  of 
Elements  in  the  New  Mexico  Plan  for 
Nonattainment  Areas 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  approve  and  conditionally  approve 
elements  of  the  State  Implementation 
Plan  (SIP)  revisions  for  New  Mexico  for 
which  EPA  has  expressly  taken  no 
action  in  the  April  10, 1980  Notice  of 
Final  Rulemaking  (45  FR  24460).  These 
revisions  were  submitted  by  the 
Governor  on  March  17, 1980,  to  fulfill  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  Title  I  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  in  1977  (the 
Act),  with  regard  to  nonattainment 
areas.  The  revisions  being  acted  on 
today  are  those  relating  to  the  Bernalillo 
County  (Albuquerque)  nonattainment 
area  for  carbon  monoxide  (CO). 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rulemaking  is 
effective  April  27, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Estela  S.  Wackerbarth,  Chief, 
Implementation  Plan  Section,  Air 
Program  Branch,  Air  and  Hazardous 
Materials  Division,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  6, 1201  Elm 
Street,  Dallas,  Texas  75270,  (214)  767- 
1518. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

August  9, 1979  (at  44  FR  46895),  EPA 
published  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  on  revisions  to  the  New 
Mexico  SIP.  The  Part  D  requirements 
were  discussed  in  the  General  Preamble, 
which  was  published  on  April  4, 1979  (at 
44  FR  20372)  and  supplemented  on  July 
2, 1979  (44  FR  385583),  August  28, 1979 
(44  FR  50371),  September  17, 1979  (44  FR 
5376),  and  November  23, 1979  (44  FR 
67182). 

No  action  was  taken  on  the  portion  of 
the  SIP  revisions  pertaining  to  the 
Bernalillo  County  (Albuquerque) 
nonattainment  area  for  carbon 
monoxide  (CO)  in  the  final  rulemaking 
on  April  10, 1980  (45  FR  24460).  This 
portion  of  the  SIP  was  revised  and 
submitted  by  the  Governor  on  March  17, 
1980. 

This  notice  will  address  each  of  the 
deficiencies  of  the  Albuquerque  CO 
portion  of  the  SIP  previously  discussed 
on  August  9, 1979  (at  44  FR  46895)  and 
April  10, 1980  (45  FR  24460). 


The  August  9th  notice  of  rulemaking 
stated  that  an  incorrect  carbon 
monoxide  (CO)  design  value  was  used 
to  determine  the  emission  reduction 
required  to  demonstrate  attainment. 

This  deficiency  was  not  corrected  in  the 
State’s  submittal.  The  appropriate  CO 
design  value  is  22  parts  per  million 
(ppm),  which  is  the  highest  second  high 
8-hour  average  of  all  sites.  This  value,  22 
ppm,  should  have  been  used  in 
determining  the  required  emission 
reduction.  Based  on  this  design  value, 
an  emission  reduction  of  60  percent  is 
required  to  demonstrate  attainment  as 
compared  to  the  reduction  of  49  percent 
as  stated  in  the  SIP.  However,  the  SIP 
did  demonstrate  that  a  61  percent 
reduction  would  occur  from  the 
implementation  of  the  regulations. 
Therefore,  the  control  strategy  is 
adequate  to  meet  an  emission  reduction 
of  60  percent.  The  State  will  be  required 
to  use  the  appropriate  design  value  in 
the  future. 

As  previously  stated  in  the  April  10, 
1980  notice,  the  control  strategy 
demonstrates  that  only  a  27  percent 
reduction  will  occur  by  1982.  Based 
upon  that  demonstration,  EPA  approved 
the  requested  extension  to  December  31, 
1987  for  attainment  of  the  CO  standard 
in  the  April  10, 1980  Federal  Register  (45 
24466). 

Section  172  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
provides  that  for  areas  which  will  not 
attain  the  ambient  air  quality  standards 
for  ozone  or  carbon  monoxide  by  the 
end  of  1982,  despite  the  implementation 
of  all  reasonably  available  measures,  an 
extension  to  1987  will  be  granted.  In 
such  cases  Section  172(b)(ll)(B)  requires 
that:  "the  plan  provisions  shall  establish 
a  specific  schedule  for  implementation 
of  a  vehicle  emission  control  inspection 
and  maintenance  program  *  *  *” 
"Inspection/Maintenance”  (I/M)  refers 
to  a  program  whereby  motor  vehicles 
receive  periodic  inspections  to  assess 
the  functioning  of  their  exhaust  emission 
control  systems.  Vehicles  which  have 
excessive  emissions  must  then  undergo 
mandatory  maintenance.  Generally,  I/M 
programs  include  passenger  cars, 
although  other  classes  can  be  included 
as  well.  Operation  of  a  non-complying 
vehicle  is  prohibited.  This  is  more 
effectively  accomplished  by  requiring 
proof  of  compliance  to  purchase  license 
plates  or  to  register  a  vehicle.  A 
windshield  sticker  system,  much  like 
that  of  many  safety  inspection  programs, 
can  be  used  if  it  can  be  demonstrated 
that  equal  effectiveness  will  be 
achieved. 

EPA  issued  guidance  on  February  24. 
1978,  on  the  general  criteria  for  SIP 
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approval  including  I/M,  and  on  July  17, 
1978,  regarding  the  specific  criteria  for 
I/M  SIP  approval.  Both  of  these  items 
are  part  of  the  SIP  guidance  material 
referred  to  in  the  General  Preamble  for 
Proposed  Rulemaking  44  FR  20372, 

20373,  n  6.  Though  the  July  17, 1978, 
guidance  should  be  consulted  for 
details,  the  key  elements  for  I/M  SIP 
approval  are  as  follows: 

Legal  Authority.  States  or  local 
governments  must  have  adopted  the 
necessary  statutes,  regulations, 
ordinances,  etc.,  to  implement  and 
enforce  the  inspection/maintenance 
program  (Section  172(b)(10)). 

Commitment.  The  appropriate 
governmental  unit(s)  must  be  committed 
to  implement  and  enforce  the  I/M 
program  (Section  172(b)(10)). 

Resources.  The  necessary  finances 
and  resources  to  carry  out  the  I/M 
program  must  be  identified  and 
committed  (Section  172(b)(7)). 

Schedule.  A  specific  schedule  to 
establish  the  I/M  program  must  be 
included  in  the  State  Implementation 
Plan  (Section  172(b)(ll)(b)).  Interim 
milestones  are  specified  in  the  July  17, 
1978,  memorandum  in  accordance  with 
the  general  requirement  of  40  CFR 
51.15(c). 

Program  Effectiveness.  As  set  forth  in 
the  July  17, 1978  guidance  memorandum, 
the  I/M  program  must  achieve  a  25% 
reduction  in  passenger  car  exhaust 
emissions  of  hydrocarbons  and  a  25% 
reduction  for  carbon  monoxide.  This 
reduction  is  measured  by  comparing  the 
levels  of  emission  projected  to 
December  31, 1987,  with  and  without  the 
I/M  program.  This  policy  is  based  on 
Section  172(b)(2)  which  states  that  “the 
plan  provisions  *  *  *  shall  *  *  * 
provide  for  the  implementation  of  all 

reasonably  available  control  measures 
*  *  **» 

Specific  detailed  requirements  of 
these  five  provisions  are  discussed 
below. 

To  be  acceptable,  I/M  legal  authority 
must  be  adequate  to  implement  and 
effectively  enforce  the  program  and 
must  not  be  conditioned  upon  further 
legislative  approval  or  any  other 
substantial  contingency.  However,  the 
legislation  can  delegate  certain  decision 
making  to  an  appropriate  regulatory 
body.  For  example,  a  state  department 
of  environmental  protection  or 
department  of  transportation  may  be 
charged  with  implementing  the  program, 
selecting  the  type  of  test  procedure  as 
well  as  the  type  of  program  to  be  used, 
and  adopting  all  necessary  rules  and 
regulations.  I/M  legal  authority  must  be 
included  with  any  plan  revision  which 
must  include  I/M  (i.e.,  a  plan  which 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  58  /  Thursday,  March  26,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


18693 


establishes  an  attainment  date  beyond 
December  31. 1982)  unless  an  approved 
extension  to  certify  legal  authority  is 
granted  by  EPA.  The  granting  of  such  an 
extension,  however,  is  an  exceptional 
remedy  to  be  utilized  only  when  a  state 
legislature  has  had  no  opportunity  to 
consider  enabling  legislation. 

Written  evidence  is  also  required  to 
establish  that  the  appropriate 
governmental  bodies  are  “committed  to 
implement  and  enforce  the  appropriate 
elements  of  the  plan.”  (Section 
172(b)(10).)  Under  Section  172(b)(7), 
supporting  commitments  for  the 
necessary  financial  and  manpower 
resources  are  also  required. 

A  specific  schedule  to  establish  an 
inspection/maintenance  program  is 
required.  (Section  172(b)(ll)(B).)  The 
July  17, 1978,  guidance  memorandum 
established  as  EPA  policy  the  key 
milestones  for  the  implementation  of  the 
various  I/M  programs.  These  milestones 
were  the  general  SIP  requirement  for 
compliance  modified  at  40  CFR  51.15(c). 
This  section  requires  that  increments  of 
progress  be  incorporated  for  compliance 
schedules  of  over  one  year  in  length. 

To  be  acceptable  an  I/M  program 
must  achieve  the  requisite  25% 
reductions  in  both  hydrocarbon  and 
carbon  monoxide  exhaust  emissions 
from  passenger  cars  by  the  end  of 
calendar  year  1987.  The  Act  mandates 
“Implementation  of  all  reasonably 
available  control  as  expeditiously  as 
practicable."  Section  172(b)(2).  At  the 
time  of  passage  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1977,  several 
inspection/maintenance  programs  were 
already  operating,  including  mandatory 
programs  of  New  Jersey  and  Arizona 
operating  at  about  a  20%  stringency. 

(The  stringency  of  a  program  is  defined 
as  the  initial  proportion  of  vehicles 
which  would  have  failed  the  program’s 
standards  if  the  affected  fleet  had  not 
undergone  I/M  before.  Because  some 
motorists  tune  their  vehicles  before  I/M 
tests,  the  actual  proportion  of  vehicles 
failing  is  usually  a  smaller  number  than 
the  stringency  of  the  program.) 
Depending  on  program  type  (private 
garage  or  centralized  inspection)  a 
mandatory  I/M  program  may  be 
implemented  as  late  as  December  31, 
1982  and  the  attainment  date  may  be  as 
late  as  December  31, 1987.  Based  on  an 
implementation  date  of  December  31, 
1982  and  a  20%  stringency  factor,  EPA 
predicts  the  reductions  of  both  CO  and 
1IC  exhaust  emissions  of  25%  can  be 
achieved  by  December  31. 1987.  Earlier 
implementation  of  I/M  will  produce 
greater  emission  reductions.  Thus, 
because  of  the  Act’s  requirement  for  the 
implementation  of  all  reasonably 


available  control  measures  and  because 
New  Jersey  and  Arizona  have 
effectively  demonstrated  practical 
operation  of  I/M  programs  with  20% 
stringency  factors,  it  is  EPA  policy  to 
use  a  25%  emission  reduction  as  the 
criterion  to  determine  compliance  of  the 
I/M  portion  with  Section  172(b)(2). 

EPA  had  discussed  in  the  April  10, 

1980  Notice  of  Final  Rulemaking  that  the 
Bernalillo  County  I/M  ordinance  was 
not  approvable  due  to  a  referendum 
requirement.  The  referendum 
requirement  was  stipulated  in  the 
ordinance  as  a  prerequisite  to  its  legal 
existence.  The  New  Mexico  Attorney 
General  determined  that  the  Bernalillo 
County  Commission  is  without  authority 
to  impose  such  a  referendum  condition, 
therefore  making  the  I/M  ordinance 
illegal.  The  referendum  requirement  was 
deleted  from  the  ordinance  by  an 
amendment  enacted  on  January  8, 1980 
by  the  Commission.  The  revised 
ordinance  was  included  in  the  submittal 
made  by  the  Governor  on  March  17, 

1980.  Therefore,  EPA  is  approving  the 
amended  I/M  ordinance  for  Bernalillo 
County  as  satisfying  the  requirement  for 
legal  authority. 

As  stated  in  the  April  10, 1980  Notice 
of  Final  Rulemaking,  responsible 
officials  had  not  committed  to 
implement  and  enforce  the  I/M  program. 
On  April  23, 1980,  EPA  notified  the 
Mayor  of  Albuquerque  by  letter  that  a 
commitment  to  enforce  the  I/M  program 
was  necessary  prior  to  approval  of  the 
SIP.  In  particular,  support  for  the 
enactment  of  statutes  to  connect  the  I/M 
program  to  motor  vehicle  registration 
was  encouraged.  Additionally,  a  more 
definitive  plan  showing  the  availability 
of  adequate  financial  and  manpower 
resources  for  local  enforcement  was 
requested.  On  May  27, 1980,  the  Mayor 
of  Albuquerque  and  the  Chairman  of  the 
Bernalillo  County  Commission 
responded  to  EPA.  Their  letter  described 
a  plan  for  working  with  the  State  to  tie 
I/M  requirements  into  the  motor  vehicle 
registration  process.  In  addition,  the 
letter  demonstrated  that  discussions 
were  underway  to  develop  the 
necessary  supplementary  information 
for  the  effective  implementation  and 
enforcement  of  the  program  on  a  local 
level.  While  the  May  27, 1980  letter  is 
evidence  that  the  City  and  County  are 
making  an  effort  to  establish  an  I/M 
program,  the  lack  of  a  precise 
enforcement  mechanism  and  precise 
commitments  prevents  EPA  from  fully 
approving  the  I/M  plan.  Therefore,  the 
local  officials  were  then  notified  that  the 
May  27, 1980.  submittal  was  deficient. 
On  November  5, 1980,  these  officials 
submitted  a  commitment  to  provide  a 


detailed  enforcement  plan  (based  on 
State  legislation  or  such  alternative 
enforcement  program  that  would  be 
equivalent  to  registration  based 
enforcement)  by  June  30, 1981.  This 
submittal  was  signed  by  the  Mayor  and 
Chairman  of  the  Bernalillo  County 
Commission.  EPA  approves  the  I/M 
portion  of  the  SIP  upon  the  condition 
that,  by  June  30, 1981,  the  State  submit 
to  EPA  in  more  detail  the  procedures 
which  will  actually  be  used  to  enforce 
the  program,  and  provide  more  specific 
commitments  of  the  manpower  and 
financial  resources  to  enforce  the 
program. 

The  August  9, 1979.  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  stated  that  the  City  and 
County  must  submit  a  final 
implementation  schedule  including 
specific  dates  for  the  key  milestone 
events  described  in  EPA’s  July  17, 1978, 
policy.  The  final  schedule  was  included 
in  the  submittal  by  the  Governor  on 
March  17, 1980.  SIP  compliance  requires 
that  increments  of  progress  be 
demonstrated  for  schedules  of  over  one 
year  in  length.  To  date,  however,  the 
State  has  been  unable  to  meet 
implementation  milestones  included  in 
this  schedule.  Given  that  it  is  still 
possible  for  the  I/M  program  to  be 
implemented  within  the  deadlines 
established  by  EPA  policy,  and  that  the 
City  and  County  are  moving  forward 
with  implementation  of  the  program. 

EPA  feels  that  it  will  be  better  public 
policy  to  conditionally  approve  the  plan 
based  on  the  submittal  of  a  revised 
schedule  rather  than  to  disapprove  the 
plan.  Therefore,  EPA  is  approving  the 
plan  on  the  condition  that  the  State 
submit  to  EPA  a  revised  implementation 
schedule  including  interim  milestones 
and  a  final  implementation  date  for 
mandatory  inspection  and  maintenance 
consistent  with  EPA  policy  by  June  30, 
1981. 

The  April  10, 1980  notice  pointed  out 
that  the  SIP  did  not  contain  a 
commitment  to  implement  currently 
planned  transportation  control  measures 
(TCMs)  having  beneficial  air  quality 
impacts.  The  revised  plan  contains  a  list 
of  TCMs  to  be  implemented  this  fiscal 
year.  TCM  planning  and  analysis  will  be 
carried  out  by  the  Middle  Rio  Grande 
Council  of  Governments  (MRGCOG). 
Currently  planned  TCMs  include  transit 
system  improvements,  development  of  a 
bikeway  network,  new  traffic  lanes, 
intersection  improvements,  and 
computerized  signals.  EPA  considers 
these  commitments  to  implement 
currently  planned  TCMs  to  be  adequate. 
Therefore,  EPA  is  approving  this  portion 
of  the  plan. 
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To  assure  that  the  requirements  of 
Section  176(c)  and  176(d)  are  met,  EPA 
policy  requires  that  the  plan  contain 
procedures  for  the  determination  of 
conformity  with  the  SIP  of  any  project, 
program,  or  plan  over  which  the 
metropolitan  planning  organization  has 
approval  authority,  and  that  the  plan 
contain  procedures  to  ensure  that 
priority  is  given  to  the  implementation  of 
those  portions  of  any  plan  or  program 
with  air  quality  related  transportation 
consequences  that  contribute  to  the 
attainment  and  maintenance  of  the 
primary  NAAQS.  Specifically,  these 
procedures  would  address  the  granting 
of  priority  to  projects  in  the 
Transportation  Improvement  Program 
which  contribute  to  the  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  NAAQS.  EPA 
requires  that  criteria  procedures  to 
determine  conformity  be  submitted  in 
the  fiscal  year  1982.  Such  determinations 
shall  be  made  every  year  thereafter  in 
annual  reports. 

As  stated  in  the  April  10, 1980  notice 
the  new  source  review  (NSR)  program - 
(Section  20  of  the  Albuquerque- 
Bernalillo  County  regulations)  did  not 
meet  the  requirements  set  forth  in 
Section  172(b)(ll)(A)  of  the  Act.  This 
section  of  the  Act  requires  that  an 
analysis  of  alternative  sites,  sizes, 
production  processes  and  control 
techniques  be  completed  before  a 
construction  permit  is  issued.  The 
Albuquerque  agency  has  verbally 
agreed  to  revise  their  permit  regulations 
to  incorporate  alternate  site  analysis 
ninety  days  after  the  State  modifies 
their  permit  regulations.  EPA  is 
conditionally  approving  this  portion  of 
the  SIP  on  the  condition  the 
Albuquerque  agency  will  adopt  and 
submit  NSR  regulations  that  require 
alternate  site  analysis  to  EPA  by 
December  1, 1981.  This  conditional 
approval  is  expressly  granted  to  allow 
the  State  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
Section  172(b)(ll)(A)  and  Section  173  of 
the  Act. 

PUBLIC  COMMENTS:  The  public  was 
given  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the 
substance  and  schedules  contained  in 
the  New  Mexico  SIP  in  the  proposed 
rulemaking  of  August  9, 1979  (44  FR 
46895).  Comments  concerning  the 
Albuquerque  CO  portion  of  the  New 
Mexico  SIP  were  addressed  in  the  April 
10, 1980  Notice  of  Final  Rulemaking  (45 
FR  24460). 

Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  judicial  review  of  the  final 
rulemaking  is  available  only  by  the 
filing  of  a  petition  for  review  on  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
appropriate  circuit  within  60  days  of 
(date  of  publication  in  Federal  Register). 


Under  Section  307(b)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  the  requirements  which  are  the 
subject  of  today’s  notice  may  not  be 
challenged  later  in  civil  or  criminal 
proceedings  brought  by  EPA  to  enforce 
these  requirements. 

The  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
has  exempted  this  regulation  from  the 
OMB  review  requirements  of  Executive 
Order  12291  pursuant  to  Section  8(b)  of 
that  Order. 

This  Notice  of  final  rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  of  Section  110 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended. 

Dated:  January  27, 1981. 

Walter  C.  Barber, 

Acting  Director. 

Note. — Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State  of 
New  Mexico  was  approved  by  the  Director  of 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  1, 1980. 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND 
PROMULGATION  OF 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I  Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

Subpart  GG— New  Mexico 

1.  In  §  52.1620,  paragraph  (c)  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraphs  (11) 
and  (15)  and  adding  new  paragraphs 

(16),  (17),  and  (18)  as  follows: 

§  52.1620  Identification  of  Plan. 

***** 

(c)  *  *  * 

(11)  Revisions  to  the  plan  for 
attainment  of  standards  for  particulate 
matter  in  Albuquerque  and  Grant,  Eddy 
and  Lea  Counties,  sulfur  dioxide  in  San 
Juan  and  Grant  Counties;  ozone  in 
Albuquerque  and  carbon  monoxide  in 
Las  Cruces,  Farmington  and  Santa  Fe 
were  submitted  by  the  Governor  on 
January  23, 1979. 

***** 

(15)  No  action  is  being  taken  on  the 
carbon  monoxide  strategies  submitted 
by  the  Governor  on  January  23, 1979  for 
Farmington  and  Santa  Fe. 

(16)  Revisions  to  the  plan  for 
attainment  of  the  standard  for  carbon 
monoxide  in  Bernalillo  County  were 
submitted  by  the  Governor  on  March  17, 
1980. 

(17)  A  commitment  to  not  issue 
permits  to  stationary  sources  located  in 
nonattainment  areas  was  submitted  by 
the  Governor  on  May  20, 1980. 

(18)  A  commitment  to  submit  an 
enforcement  plan  for  the  Albuquerque- 
Bernulillo  County  inspection/ 
maintenance  program  was  submitted  by 
the  Governor  on  October  10, 1980. 

2.  Section  52.1627  is  added  as  follows: 


§  52.1627  Control  strategy  and 
regulations:  Carbon  monoxide. 

(a)  Part  D  Conditional  Approval.  The 
Bernalillo  County  carbon  monoxide  plan 
is  conditionally  approved  on  the 
condition  that  the  State  submit  to  EPA  a 
revised  implementation  schedule  and  a 
detailed  enforcement  plan  for  the 
inspection/maintenance  program, 
including  specific  commitments  of  the 
manpower  and  financial  resources  to 
enforce  the  program,  by  June  30, 1981. 

3.  Section  52.1628  is  amended  by 
adding 

a  new  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  52.1628  Review  of  new  sources  and 
modifications. 

***** 

(b)  Part  D  Conditional  Approval.  The 
Bernalillo  County  carbon  monoxide  plan 
is  conditionally  approved  on  the 
condition  that  a  revised  Section  20, 
“Permits,”  are  submitted  to  EPA  by 
December  1, 1981.  In  addition  the 
Albuquerque-Bernalillo  County  Air 
Quality  Control  Board  must  continue 
their  policy  of  not  issuing  permits  to  new 
or  modified  stationary  sources,  as 
specified  in  the  Governor’s  letter  of  May 
20, 1980,  to  fulfill  the  requirements  of 
Part  D. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9170  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 
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40  CFR  Part  180 

IPP  OF2418/R310;  PH-FRL  1789-11 

Tolerances  and  Exemptions  for 
Tolerances  for  Pesticide  Chemicals  in 
or  on  Raw  Agricultural  Commodities; 
Phytophthora  Palmivora 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  establishes  an 
exemption  from  the  requirement  of  a 
tolerance  for  residues  of  the  fungus 
mycoherbicide  Phytophthora  palmivora. 
This  regulation  was  requested  by 
Abbott  Laboratories.  This  regulation 
eliminates  the  need  to  establish  a 
maximum  permissible  level  for  residues 
of  Phytophthora  palmivora. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Effective  on  March  26, 
1981. 

address:  Written  objections  may  be 
submitted  to  the:  Hearing  Clerk, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
M-3708  (A-110),  401  M  St.,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  F.  Mountfort,  Product  Manager 
(PM)  23,  Registration  Division  (TS- 
767C),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
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412,  CM#2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington,  VA  22202,  (703- 
557-7070). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA 

issued  a  notice  that  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  November  18, 1980 
(45  FR  76242)  that  Abbott  Laboratories, 
14th  St.  and  Sheridan  Rd.,  Chicago,  IL 
60064  had  filed  pesticide  petition  OF2418 
with  the  EPA.  The  petition  proposed 
that  40  CFR  Part  180  be  amended  by 
establishing  an  exemption  from  the 
requirement  of  a  tolerance  for  residues 
of  the  fungus  mycoherbicide 
Phytophthorci  palmivora  on  citrus  fruit. 
No  comments  were  received  in  response 
to  this  notice  of  filing. 

The  data  submitted  or  referenced  in 
the  petition  and  other  relevant  material 
have  been  evaluated.  The  toxicological 
data  considered  in  support  of  the 
proposed  exemption  from  the 
requirement  of  a  tolerance  included  an 
acute  dermal  infectivity  study  in  rats,  an 
acute  oral  infectivity  study  in  rate,  effect 
of  simulated  gastric  and  intestinal  fluide 
on  survival  of  Phytophthora  palmivora 
viable  unite  including  chlamydospores; 
primary  ocular  irritation  study  in 
rabbits;  an  acute  infectivity  study — p. 
palmivora  administered  intratracheally 
to  rats;  a  mycotoxin  screen  study;  and  a 
dermal  sensitization  study  in  male 
guinea  pigs.  No  adverse  effects  were 
noted  in  any  of  these  studies. 

In  regard  to  whether  Phytophthora 
palmivora  is  pathogenic  to  fish  and 
wildlife  species,  the  agency  is  requiring 
the  registrant  to  submit,  within  1  year  of 
registration,  the  following  studies. 

1.  Avian  single-dose  oral  toxicity  and 
pathogenicity  studies. 

2.  Avian  injection  pathogenicity  study. 

3.  Freshwater  fish  aquatic 
invertebrate  toxicity  and  pathogenicity 
studies. 

4.  Freshwater  aquatic  invertebrate 
toxicity  and  pathogenicity  studies. 

After  full  review  of  the  data, 
Phytophthora  palmivora  may  be 
determined  to  be  nonpathogenic  to  fish 
and  wildlife.  In  the  meantime,  the 
granting  of  an  exemption  from  the 
requirement  of  tolerance  would  be  in  the 
public  interest  because  of  the  beneficial 
role  of  this  mycoherbicide  in  citrus 
grove  pest  management.  The  strangler  or 
milkweed  vine  has  become  a  major 
weed  pest  in  Florida  citrus  groves.  This 
member  of  the  milkweed  family  is  a 
native  of  subtropical  South  America. 

The  time  of  introduction  of  the  plant  into 
Florida  is  not  certain,  but  it  was  known 
to  be  cultivated  as  an  ornamental  in  this 
State.  This  first  report  of  the  spread  to 
citrus  groves  was  in  1957.  This 
infestation  plus  the  original  planting 
became  the  source  for  seed  that  has 


spread  throughout  the  citrus-producing 
areas  of  Florida.  Its  large  seed 
production  and  ease  of  wind 
dissemination,  and  its  persistence  and 
difficulty  of  control  with  chemical 
herbicides  have  resulted  in  the  rapid 
spread  of  the  weed.  Thorough  coverage 
of  the  infested  area  by  chemical 
herbicides  is  difficult  due  to  restricted 
boom  movement  under  tree  canopies. 
Approximately  300,000  acres  of  citrus  in 
central  Florida  are  infested.  The  toxicity 
and  infectivity  studies  submitted 
adequately  demonstrate  that  humans  or 
domestic  animals  will  not  be  adversely 
affected.  Additionally,  the  registration 
under  which  use  will  be  permitted  is  a 
conditional  one,  and  may  be  terminated 
quickly  should  additional  data  not  be 
provided  or  should  adverse  effects 
manifest  from  review  of  new  data  and / 
or  other  information. 

An  examination  of  the  available 
literature  indicates  that  the  genus 
Phytophthora  is  not  known  to  infect  or 
cause  any  health  hazards  in  humans  or 
domestic  animals.  Due  to  its  inability  to 
survive  a  drying  process,  it  is  prepared 
in  a  wet  state  and  refrigerated  until  use. 

It  is  not  expected  to  enter  the  human 
food  chain.  Thus,  acceptable  daily 
intake  (ADI)  and  maximum  permissible 
intake  (MPI)  considerations  are  not 
relevant  to  this  petition.  No  enforcement 
actions  are  anticipated.  Therefore,  the 
requirements  of  an  adequate  analytical 
method  for  enforcement  purposes  is  not 
applicable  to  this  exemption  request. 

The  Phytophthora  palmivora  fungus 
milkweed  vine  pathotype  (MWV) 
controls  Morrenia  odorata,  strangler  or 
milkweed  vine,  in  citrus  groves  in 
central  Florida  and  occurs  naturally  in 
the  intended  use  area.  It  selectively 
infects  only  the  pest  weed,  causing  rot 
symptoms;  dying  plants  are  girdled  at 
the  soil  line  and  slightly  above  this  line. 
The  root  rot  induces  leaf  wilt;  the  leaves 
wither  and  eventually  fall  from  the  pest 
plant.  This  is  the  first  exemption  from 
the  requirement  of  a  tolerance  for  this 
fungus  mycoherbicide.  The  fungus 
mycoherbicide  is  considered  useful  for 
the  purpose  for  which  the  exemption  for 
the  requirement  of  a  tolerance  is  sought, 
and  it  is  concluded  that  the  exemption 
will  protect  the  public  health. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may,  on  or  before  April  27, 
1981,  file  written  objections  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  EPA,  Rm.  3708  (A-110). 
401  M  St.  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
Such  objections  should  be  submitted  in 
quintuplicate  and  specify  the  provisions 
of  the  regulation  deemed  objectionable 
and  the  grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a 
hearing  is  requested,  the  objections  must 
state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A 


hearing  will  be  granted  if  the  objections 
are  supported  by  grounds  legally 
sufficient  to  justify  the  relief  sought. 

Under  procedure  to  implement 
Executive  Order  12044,  EPA  is  required 
to  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“significant"  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  the  Order  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  EPA  labels 
these  other  regulations  "specialized”. 
This  regulation  has  been  reviewed,  and 
it  has  been  determined  that  it  is  a 
specialized  regulation  not  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  Executive 
Order  12044. 

Effective  date:  March  26, 1981. 

(Sec.  408(d)(2),  68  Stat.  512.  (21  U.S.C. 
346a(d)(2))) 

Dated:  March  19. 1981. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

Therefore,  Subpart  D  of  40  CFR  Part 
180  is  amended  by  adding  §  180.1057  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1 80. 1 057  Phytophthora  palmivora; 
exemption  from  requirement  of  tolerance. 

Phytophthora  palmivora  is  exempted 
from  the  requirement  of  a  tolerance  in  or 
on  the  raw  agricultural  commodity  citrus 
fruit. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9171  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-32-M 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

41  CFR  Part  101-38 

I FPMR  Amendment  G-51 1 

Acquisition  of  Fuel  Efficient  Light 
Trucks 

agency:  Transportation  and  Public 
Utilities  Service,  General  Services 
Administration. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  incorporates  the 
requirement  for  Federal  Executive 
agencies  to  acquire  fuel  efficient  light 
trucks  (up  to  8,500  pounds  Gross  Vehicle 
Weight  Rating)  into  Subchapter  G  of  the 
Federal  Property  Management 
Regulations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  1, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lowell  A.  Stockdale,  Director, 
Federal  Fleet  Management  Division 
(202-275-1021). 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  FPMR 
Temporary  Regulation  CM2  (44  FR 
74832,  December  18, 1979)  is  canceled 
and  deleted  from  the  appendix  at  the 
end  of  Subchapter  G  in  41  CFR  Chapter 
101. 

PART  101-38— MOTOR  EQUIPMENT 
MANAGEMENT 

1.  The  table  of  contents  for  Part  101- 
38  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
entries: 

Sec.  101-38.1307  Acquistion  of  fuel  efficient 
light  trucks. 

Sec.  101-38.1307-1  Definitions. 

Sec.  101-38.1307-2  Agency  forecast  of 
planned  acquisitions. 

Sec.  101-38.1307-3  GSA  assistance. 

2.  Sections  101-38.1307, 101-38.1307-1, 
101-38.1307-2  and  101-38.1307-3  and 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1 0 1 -38. 1 307  Acquisition  of  fuel  efficient 
light  trucks. 

This  section  sets  forth  policy  and 
procedures  govering  the  acquisition  of 
fuel  efficient  light  trucks  by  executive 
agencies  and  provides  for  the 
administration  of  a  consolidated  Federal 
fleet  plan  for  use  in  monitq.ring  those 
acquisitions.  The  authority  for  this 
Subpart  101-38.1307  derives  from 
section  1(b)  of  Executive  Order  12003, 
dated  July  20, 1977. 

(a)  In  compliance  with  Executive 
Order  11912  and  12003,  GSA  administers 
a  consolidated  Federal  fleet  plan  for 
light  trucks  acquired  by  executive 
agencies.  The  plan  is  based  on  forecasts 
of  total  light  truck  acquisition 
requirements  by  vehicle  class,  submitted 
by  executive  agencies  to  GSA  on  or 
before  December  15  of  each  fiscal  year. 
This  forecast  will  serve  as 
substantiation  that  each  agency’s 
acquisition  plan  is  in  conformance  with 
Executive  Order  12003;  i.e.,  the  agency 
plan  will  result  in  the  achievement  of 
the  fleet  average  fuel  economy 
prescribed  for  the  applicable  fiscal  year. 
GSA  will  administer  the  plan  by 
maintaining  a  master  record  of  the  miles 
per  gallon  rating  for  light  trucks  actually 
acquired  by  each  agency  during  the 
fiscal  year.  Periodically,  each  agency 
will  be  furnished  a  listing  of  light  trucks 
acquired  with  the  cumulative  fleet 
average  fuel  economy  achieved  to 
compare  with  its  forecast.  This  will 
enable  each  agency  to  adjust  future 
vehicle  acquisitions  when  necessary  to 
comply  with  the  Executive  order  by  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year.  The  Federal  fleet 
plan  will  enable  GSA  to  predict  the  total 
fleet  average  fuel  economy  to  be 
achieved  by  all  executive  agencies  prior 


to  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  and  to 
provide  management  assistance  to 
agencies  when  necessary  to  ensure 
compliance  with  the  Executive  Order. 
Forecasts  of  planned  acquisitions  shall 
be  forwarded  to  the  Federal  Fleet 
Management  Division  (TMM),  General 
Services  Administration,  Washington, 
DC  20406,  not  later  than  December  15  of 
each  fiscal  year  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  set  forth  in  §  101-38.1307- 
2.  Interagency  control  number  0162 
GSA-AN  has  been  assigned  to  this 
required  forecast. 

(b)  All  light  trucks  acquired  by 
executive  agencies  must  achieve  the 
fleet  average  set  forth  below  for  the 
appropriate  fiscal  year  except  as 
provided  for  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section,  or  acquired  to  be  used  outside 
the  conterminous  United  States,  Alaska, 
Hawaii,  Guam,  the  Virgin  Islands,  and 
the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 


Fleet  average  fuel 
economy  miles  per 

Fiscal  year  gallon  (MPG) 


4x2 

4x4 

1981 . 

.  16.7 

15.0 

1982 . 

.  18.0 

16.0 

1983 . 

.  19.5 

17.5 

1984 . 

. . .  20.3 

18.5 

1985 . 

.  21.6 

19.0 

(c)  An  agency  may  request 
exemptions  from  the  provisions  of 

§  101-38.1307  for  individual  light  trucks 
or  for  specific  categories  of  light  trucks 
used  for  special  purposes,  such  as  fire 
support.  These  requests  shall  be 
submitted  in  writing  to  the  General 
Services  Administration  (A), 
Washington,  DC  20405,  and  shall  state 
the  reasons  why  the  acquisition  of  such 
a  light  truck  or  category  of  light  trucks 
will  preclude  the  agency  from  meeting 
the  fleet  average  fuel  economy 
established  by  Executive  Order  12003 
and  this  regulation.  The  Administrator 
of  General  Services  will  review  the 
request  and,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Secretary  of  Energy,  determine  the 
merits  of  the  request  and  inform  the 
requesting  agency  of  the  determination. 
Light  trucks  exempted  under  the 
provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall  not  be 
included  in  the  calculation  of  an 
agency’s  fleet  average  fuel  economy. 

(d)  The  provisions  of  this  regulation 
are  not  applicable  to  light  trucks 
designed  to  perform  combat  related 
missions  for  the  U.S.  Armed  Forces  or 
designed  to  be  used  in  law  enforcement 
work  or  emergency  rescue  work. 


§  101-38.1307-1  Definitions. 

As  used  in  §§  101-38.1307, 101- 

38.1307- 1, 101-38.1307-2,  and  101- 

38.1307- 3,  the  following  terms  shall  have 
the  stated  meanings: 

(a)  “Executive  agency”  means  an 
executive  department,  a  Government 
corporation,  or  an  independent 
establishment. 

(b)  "Light  truck”  means  any  truck  up 
to  8,500  pounds  Gross  Vehicle  Weight 
Rating  (GVWR),  which  is  a  four- 
wheeled  vehicle  propelled  by  fuel 
(gasoline  or  diesel  oil),  is  manufactured 
primarily  for  use  on  public  streets, 
roads,  and  highways,  and  is  covered  by 
Federal  Standard  Number  307  (Trucks: 
light  commercial,  two  wheel  drive)  or 
Federal  Standard  Number  292  (Trucks: 
light  commercial,  four  wheel  drive). 

(c)  “Fleet  average  fuel  economy” 
means  the  total  number  of  light  trucks  of 
a  certain  configuration  (4  by  2  or  4  by  4) 
acquired  during  a  fiscal  year  by  an 
executive  agency,  divided  by  a  sum  of 
terms,  each  of  which  is  a  function 
created  by  dividing  the  number  of  light 
trucks  of  a  given  model  type  by  the  fuel 
economy  of  that  model  type  (light  trucks 
designed  for  combat-related  missions, 
law  enforcement  work,  or  emergency 
rescue  work  are  exempt). 

The  method  of  calculating  the  fleet 
average  fuel  economy  uses  harmonic 
averaging  and  is  specifically  required  by 
section  510  of  the  Motor  Vehicle 
Information  and  Cost  Savings  Act  (89 
Stat.  915;  15  U.S.C.  2010)  for  passenger 
automobiles.  It  is  being  extended  to 
apply  to  the  calculation  of  the  light  truck 
fleet  average  fuel  economy. 

The  fleet  average  fuel  economy  is 
calculated  as  shown  in  the  following 
example: 

4  by  2 

Total  number  of  light  trucks  (600)  divided 
by: 

(1)  Six-cylinder  automatic  transmission 
van-wagons  and  van-panels  for  use  in  49 
States  (100)  divided  by  17  mpg,  plus 

(2)  Eight-cylinder  automatic  transmission 
van-wagons  and  van-panels  for  use  in 
California  (50)  divided  by  14  mpg,  plus 

(3)  Six-cylinder  automatic  transmission 
pickups  for  use  in  49  States  (200)  divided  by 
17  mpg,  plus 

(4)  Eight-cylinder  automatic  transmission 
pickups  for  use  in  California  (50)  divided  by 
14  mpg,  plus 

(5)  Four-cylinder  automatic  transmission 
compact  pickups  for  use  in  49  States  (150) 
divided  by  22  mpg,  plus 

(6)  Four-cylinder,  4-speed  manual 
transmission  compact  pickups  for  use  in 
California  (25)  divided  by  24  mpg,  plus 

(7)  Six-cylinder  automatic  transmission 
sedan  deliveries  for  use  in  49  States  (25) 
divided  by  19  mgp. 
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_ 600 _ - 

100  +  5JD  +  200  +  50  +  150  +  25  +  25 
17  14  17  14  22  24  19 

_ 600 _ 

5.88  +  3.57  +  11.76  +  3.57  +  6.82  +  1.04  +  1.32 

600  *  17.7  (Rounded  to  the  nearest  0.1  mpg) 

33.96 


4  by  4 

Total  number  of  light  trucks  (190)  divided 
by: 

(1)  Six-cylinder  automatic  transmission 
utility  trucks  for  use  in  49  States  (180)  divided 
by  18  mpg,  plus 


190 

180  +  jo 
~TS  15 

190  , 
10.0  +  .67 


(d)  “Acquired”  means  purchased  or 
leased  for  a  period  of  60  continuous 
days  or  more  but  does  not  include  light 
trucks  obtained  on  assignment  from  the 
Interagency  Motor  Pool  System  (IMPS) 
or  rented  for  periods  less  than  60  days 
through  the  Federal  Supply  Schedule  or 
other  source. 

(e)  "Light  trucks  designed  for  use  in 
law  enforcement  work"  means  a  light 
truck  which  is  specifically  approved  in 
an  agency’s  appropriation  act  and 
certified  by  the  head  of  an  agency  for 
use  in  law  enforcement  work.  For  light 
trucks  so  certified  the  following 
equipment  is  required: 

(1)  Emergency  warning  lights  must  be 
displayed. 

(2)  Vehicle  must  be  identified  with 
markings;  such  as  “POLICE." 

§  1 0 1 -38. 1 307-2  Agency  forecasts  of 
planned  acquisitions. 

(a)  Executive  agencies  shall  furnish  to 
the  Federal  Fleet  Management  Division 
(TMM),  General  Services 
Adminstration,  Washington,  DC  20406, 
their  light  truck  acquisition  requirements 
for  each  fiscal  year  based  on  the 
combined  city/highway  mileage  ratings 
for  light  trucks  for  49  States  and 
California  vehicles  developed  by  the 


(2)  Eight-cylinder,  3-speed  manual 
transmission  utility  trucks  for  use  in 
California  (10)  divided  by  15  mpg. 


Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA). 
The  forecast  shall  be  submitted  to  GSA 
by  December  15  of  each  fiscal  year.  GSA 
will  publish  information  concerning  the 
EPA  mileage  ratings,  a  sample  agency 
forecast,  and  the  miles-per-gallon 
ratings  to  be  used  for  the  forecast  in  an 
FPMR  bulletin  each  year  in  sufficient 
time  to  enable  agencies  to  plan  the 
acquisitions  and  to  prepare  the  forecast. 
Agencies  not  planning  any  of  these 
acquisitions  (purchases  or  commercial 
leases)  or  those  that  satisfy  their  total 
motor  vehicle  requirements  through  the 
GSA  IMPS  shall  furnish  a  negative 
forecast. 

(b)  The  forecast  of  the  total  agency 
light  truck  acquisition  requirements 
shall  include  light  trucks  to  be  procured 
or  leased  for  use  in  the  conterminous 
United  States,  Alaska,  Hawaii.  Guam, 
the  Virgin  Islands,  and  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico.  The 
forecast  shall  not  include  light  trucks  (1) 
to  be  procured  or  leased  outside  the 
foregoing  area,  (2)  designed  to  perfrom 
combat-related  missions  for  the  Armed 
Forces,  or  (3)  designed  to  be  used  in  law 
enforcement  work  or  emergency  rescue 
work. 

(c)  Requisitions  for  light  trucks  sent  to 
GSA  for  procurement  action,  but  for 


which  a  contract  is  not  effected  during 
the  same  fiscal  year  the  requisitions  are 
submitted,  shall  be  included  in  the 
agency’s  acquisition  forecast  for  the 
following  fiscal  year. 

(d)  When  a  light  truck  lease  contains 
an  option  to  renew  and  the  option  is 
exercised,  that  renewal  action  shall 
count  as  a  new  acquisition  and  shall  be 
included  in  the  applicable  year’s 
forecast. 

(e)  In  order  to  maintain  a  master 
record  of  all  light  truck  acquisitions, 
agencies  shall  forward  to  the  Federal 
Fleet  Management  Division  (TMM), 
General  Services  Administration. 
Washington,  DC  20406,  copies  of  all 
agreements  for  the  leasing  of  light  trucks 
for  a  period  of  60  continuous  days  or 
more,  including  agreements  to  renew 
existing  leases.  When  the  lease 
agreement  does  not  provide  the 
following  information,  it  shall  be 
submitted  as  an  attachment  to  the  lease: 

(1)  Year 

(2)  Make 

(3)  Model 

(4)  Transmission  type  (if  manual, 
number  of  forward  speeds) 

(5)  Cubic-inch  displacement  (CID) 

(6)  Fuel  system  (fuel  injection  or 
carburetor  (number  of  barrels)) 

(7)  Whether  it  is  a  4  by  2  or  4  by  4 

(8)  If  leased  in  California 

(9)  Gross  vehicle  weight  rating 
(GVWR) 

(f)  Submission  of  requisitions  for 
procurement,  or  requests  for  authority  to 
lease  light  trucks  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  GSA,  will  result  in  noncompliance 
with  the  fleet  average  fuel  economy  by 
the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  may  result  in 
requisitions  being  held  in  abeyance 
pending  adjustment  to  the  agency’s 
acquisition  plan. 

§  101-38.1307-3  GSA  assistance. 

(a)  GSA  periodically  will  furnish  each 
agency  a  listing  showing  the  status  of 
light  trucks  acquired  with  the  fleet 
average  fuel  economy  achieved  to 
enable  the  agency  to  determine  the 
extent  to  which  it  is  in  conformance 
with  the  forecast  originally  submitted  to 
GSA.  The  listing  will  enable  an  agency 
to  make  adjustments  to  its  acquisition 
plan,  when  necessary,  to  ensure  that  its 
fleet  average  fuel  economy  is  achieved 
for  the  applicable  fiscal  year. 

(b)  Agencies  may  request  GSA’s 
assistance  when  preparing  the  forecasts 


190  =  17.8  (Rounded  to  the  nearest  0.1  mpg) 

10.67 
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of  light  truck  acquisition  requirements 
by  contacting  the  Federal  Fleet 
Management  Division  (TMM),  General 
Services  Administration,  Washington, 
DC  20406,  telephone  (202)  275-1021,  or 
Autovon  285-0694. 

(Sec.  205(c).  63  Stat.  390;  40  U.S.C.  486(c)) 
Dated:  March  2. 1981. 

Ray  Kline, 

Acting  Administrator  of  General  Services. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9222  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6820-AM-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Part  67 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Final  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 

AGENCY:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 


ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Final  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  are  listed  below  for  selected 
locations  in  the  nation. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  either  to  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

EFFECTIVE  date:  The  date  of  issuance  of 
the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  (FIRM), 
showing  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations,  for  the  community. 
ADDRESSES:  See  table  below. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5585  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872  (In  Alaska 
and  Hawaii  Call  Toll  Free  (800)  424- 


9080),  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  final  determination  of  flood 
elevations  for  each  community  listed. 

This  final  rule  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  44  CFR  Part  67).  An 
opportunity  for  the  community  or 
individuals  to  appeal  this  determination 
to  or  through  the  community  for  a  period 
of  ninety  (90)  days  has  been  provided. 
No  appeals  of  the  proposed  base  flood 
elevations  were  received  from  the 
community  or  from  individuals  within 
the  community. 

The  Administrator  has  developed 
criteria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
flood-prone  areas  in  accordance  with  44 
CFR  Part  60. 


The  final  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 

Final  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations 


Slate 


City/town/«ounty 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


#  Depth  in 
feet  above 
ground. 
•Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Illinois - ...  (V),  Browning,  Schuyler  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5944) .  Illinois  River .  At  the  downstream  corporate  limits . 

At  the  upstream  corporate  limits . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Public  Works  Office,  Village  Hall,  Browning,  Illinois. 


Illinois . —  (C),  Geneva,  Kane  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5944) _  Fox  River .  At  the  downstream  corporate  limit . 

Just  downstream  of  the  Geneva  Dam . 

Just  upstream  of  the  Geneva  Dam . 

At  the  upstream  corporate  limit . 

Geneva  Creek . At  the  confluence  with  Fox  River . 

Just  upstream  of  Pedestrian  bridge  located  300  feet 
downstream  of  State  Route  31. 

Just  upstream  of  State  Route  31... . . . 

About  100  feet  upstream  of  Cheever  Avenue . 

Just  upstream  of  the  Chicago  and  North  Western 
railroad. 

Just  downstream  of  South  Street . 

Just  upstream  of  South  Street . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Building  Commissioner’s  Office,  City  Hall,  22  South  First  Street,  Geneva,  Illinois. 


*452 

•452 


*669 

*676 

*679 

*682 

*673 

*689 

*694 

*699 

*707 

*714 

*722 


Illinois .  (V),  Lynwood,  Cook  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5886) .  Lansing  Ditch .  Downstream  corporate  limit . „.... 

Just  upstream  of  204th  StreeL . 

Upstream  corporate  limits  (about  2,800  feet  upstream 
of  Glenwood-Dyer  Road). 

Shallow  Flooding  (Overflow  from  About  100  feet  east  of  intersection  of  Glenwood- 
Tributary  A  of  North  Creek).  Lansing  Road  and  Torrence  Avenue. 


About  100  feet  west  of  intersection  of  201st  Street 
and  Park  Avenue. 

Intersection  of  202nd  Street  and  Burnham  Avenue . 

1  BFE's  for  Tributary  A  of  North  Creek  were  previously  listed  in  the  Proposed  BFE  notice  with  an  A-0  Zone  and  a  depth. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Village  Clerk,  Village  Hall,  3107  East  Lynwood-Dyer  Road,  Lynwood,  Illinois. 


Indiana - - - ........  (Unincorporated),  Adams  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5920) ..  St.  Mary's  River . About  5,000  feet  downstream  of  conflunce  of  Holth- 

ouse  Ditch. 

About  2,700  feet  upstream  of  Borum  Run  confluence . 

Wabash  River .  About  1,700  feet  downstream  State  Route  118 . 

-  About  1,500  feet  downstream  37  West  Road . 

About  2,000  feet  upstream  Conrail . . . 

About  3.3  miles  upstream  State  Route  116 . 

Borum  Run . .  Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Route  33 . 

About  1.3  miles  upstream  Norfolk  &  Western  Railroad.... 

Holthouse  Ditch .  About  500  feet  downstream  Nuttman  Road . 

About  1,000  feet  upstream  Nuttman  Road ........................ 

Limberlost  Creek .  At  confluence  with  Loblolly  Creek . 

About  5,000  feet  upstream  confluence  with  Loblolly 
Creek. 

Koos  Ditch....- .  About  600  feet  downstream  U.S.  Route  224 . 

About  50  feet  downstream  East  Road . 


*615 

*617 

*627 


'614 

>615 

1616 


*787 

*791 

*822 

*826 

*830 

*834 

*791 

*791 

*788 

*790 

*833 

*833 

*789 

*792 
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City/town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


#  Depth  in 
feet  above 
ground 
‘Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Loblolly  Creek - -  Just  downstream  ConraH _ 

„  1  Just  upstream  300  feet  West  Road. _ 

Kohne  Drain  No.  1.., _ 4 _ Just  downstream  Nuttman  Road _ 

About  80  feet  downstream  County  Road  050  West . 

Just  upstream  County  Road  050  West _ 

About  100  feet  upstream  ConraH . . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Zoning  Superintendent.  Courthouse  Annex,  Decatur.  Indiana. 

Indiana .  (Unincorporated).  Cass  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5920) .  Wabash  River - About  4.2  miles  downstream  U.S.  Route  35 _ 

»  •  About  300  feet  downstream  Cicott  Street . 

About  2,700  feet  downstream  18th  Street _ 

About  8,300  feet  upstream  18th  Street _ 

About  360  feet  upstream  County  Road  825  East _ 

About  15,600  feet  upstream  County  Road  825  East.... 

Eel  River _ _ _  About  4,650  feet  downstream  Davis  Street  Road . 

About  650  feet  upstream  Davis  Street  Road _ 

About  840  feet  downstream  County  Road  150  North.. 
About  9,600  feet  upstream  County  Road  150  North ... 

Goose  Creek _ _ _  About  320  feet  downstream  Humphry  Street. _ 

About  100  fbet  downstream  Humphry  Street _ 

About  60  feet  upstream  Humphry  Street _ 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Auditor's  Office,  Cass  County  Government  Building,  Room  202,  Logansport,  Indiana. 


‘832 

*833 

*788 

*793 

•796 

*799 


*579 

*591 

•595 

*604 

*621 

*626 

*607 

*613 

•634 

*644 

*599 

*599 

*601 


Indiana .  Clarksville,  Town,  Clark  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5886) Ohio  River _  Downstream  Corporate  Limits.-. _  *448 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _  *450 

Silver  Creek _  Confluence  with  Ohio  River _  *448 

1,584  feet  upstream  of  Chesste  System  at  Corporate  *448 

Limits. 

Approximately  2,800  feet  downstream  of  Interstate  *448 

Route  265  at  Corporate  Limits. 

Upstream  of  Interstate  Route  65 _  *456 

Approximately  600  feet  upstream  of  State  Route  60  at  *459 

upstream  Corporate  Limits. 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Town  Clerk's  Office,  Clarksville  Town  Hall,  203  East  Montgomery  Street,  Clarksville,  Indiana. 


*792 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Courthouse,  Kokomo,  Indiana. 

Wildcat  Creek . 

Just  downstream  of  South  Washington  Street . 

At  upstream  corporate  limits. _ 

. At  downstream  corporate  limits _  _  _ 

About  1,400  feet  upstream  of  Norfolk  and  Western 
Railway. 

Just  downstream  of  Washington  Street _ 

At  upstream  corporate  limits. _  —  - 

*797 

•807 

*784 

*790 

*798 

*807 

*945 

Just  downstream  of  County  Road  S14  bridge - 

*957 

Just  downstream  of  Chicago  and  North  Western  rail- 

*962 

road. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  Nevada.  Iowa. 

Iowa . 

. (C),  Oakland,  Pottawattamie  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA- 

West  Nishnabotna  River _ 

-  Downstream  corporate  limits  (about  4,000  feet  up- 

*1.079 

5920). 

stream  of  U.S.  Highway  6). 

Upstream  corporate  limits  (north  of  Kimberly  Airport) ..._. 

*1,085 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall.  Oakland.  Iowa. 

*1,031 

5920). 

At  northern  corporate  limits . 

*1.039 

Red  Oak  Creek . 

.  About  50  feet  upstream  Broadway . 

*1.034 

Just  upstream  East  Fifth  Street . 

*1,044 

About  50  feet  upstream  East  Eighth  Street . 

*1,048 

About  900  feet  downstream  intersection  of  Coolbaugh 

*1.051 

Street  and  Highland  Avenue. 

Just  upstream  intersection  of  Coolbaugh  Street  and 

*1.057 

Highland  Avenue. 

Just  upstream  Forest  Avenue - 

•1,062 

About  200  feet  downstream  Summit  Street _ 

*1.068 

|  Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall.  601  Sixth  Street.  Red  Oak.  Iowa. 

•536 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Hall.  5041  Second  Avenue.  South  Shore,  Kentucky  41175. 

Louisiana .  City  of  Opelousas,  St.  Landry  Parish  (FEMA-5947) _  Bayou  Tesson _ Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  167 _  *38 

•  Approximately  1,100  feet  downstream  Dunbar  Avenue....  "49 

Just  downstream  of  Bertheaud  Avenue _ _  *51 

Just  upstream  of  Church  Street _ _ _  *64 

Bayou  Tesson  Tributary  2 _ _ Just  upstream  of  West  Joseph  Street  extended _  *71 

Bayou  Yarbor _ _ _ Just  upstream  of  McCarthy  Avenue _  *49 

Just  downstream  of  Hulphen  Street _  *54 

Bayou  Davey _ _ _ Just  downstream  of  Mouton  Street _  *54 

Bayou  Rawles _ Just  downstream  of  West  Linwood  Street _  *38 

•  Just  upstream  of  Heather  Drive _  *44 

East  Bayou  Rawles - —  Just  downstream  of  Prescott  Street _  *50 

Bayou  Del  Puent  (South  Branch) ......  Just  upstream  of  Bellevue _  *55 
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Bayou  Del  Puent  (North  Branch) . 

East  Fork  Bayou  Plaquemine  Brule .. 

Maps  available  tor  Inspection  at  City  Had,  North  Court  Street,  Opelousas,  Louisiana  70570. 

Michigan . .  (V),  Almont  Lapeer  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5944) .  North  Branch  Clinton  River . 


Just  downstream  of  Sandoz  Street . 

Just  upstream  of  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad . 


About  230  feet  downstream  Kidder  Road _ ... 

Just  upstream  Kidder  Road . 

Just  downstream  Main  Street . 

About  2,650  feet  upstream  Main  Street . 

At  confluence  with  North  Branch  Clinton  River.. 
Just  downstream  St.  Clair  Street . .* 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  Hall,  817  North  Main  Street,  Almont,  Michigan. 

Michigan .  (C),  Pinconning,  Bay  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5912) .  Pinconning  River.. 


About  0.5  mite  downstream  of  Water  Street.. 
At  upstream  corporate  limit . 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  208  Manitou  Street,  Pinconning,  Michigan. 


Missouri _ _ _  (T),  Catron,  New  Madrid  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5944)....  Shallow  Flooding  (Ditch  No.  1).. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  24,  Catron,  Missouri  63833. 


Within  corporate  limits .. 


Missouri . . .  (C),  Matthews,  New  Madrid  County  (Docket  No  FEMA-  Shallow  Flooding  (Little  River) .. 

5926). 


Shallow  Flooding  (From  Rainfall) . 


About  500  feet  upstream  of  Main  Street  bridge  over 
Little  River. 

About  1,000  feet  southwest  of  intersection  of  Moore 
Street  and  Belt  Avenue. 

About  1,400  feet  north  of  Main  Street  and  about  2,100 
feet  east  of  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  Railway. 

About  900  feet  south  of  Main  Street  and  about  1,300 
feet  east  of  SL  Louis-San  Francisco  Railway. 

North  of  Summit  Drive  between  Ridgeview  Drive  and 
Davis  Street. 

North  of  Critchlow  Street,  on  west  side  of  Railroad 
Avenue. 

Just  north  of  Main  Street  on  Railroad  Avenue . . 

At  Hall  Street  and  Railroad  Avenue . 

Just  west  of  Morgan  Street  and  Belt  Avenue  intersec¬ 
tion. 

Just  east  of  Morgan  Street  and  Dean  Street  intersec¬ 
tion. 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  P.O.  Box  54,  Matthews,  Missouri. 

Missouri - - -  (V),  North  Lilboum,  New  Madrid  County  (Docket  No.  Shallow  Flooding  (from  Little  River).. 

FEMA-5944). 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  Hall,  P.O.  Box  139,  Lilboum,  Missouri. 

Missouri . . . (C),  Risco.  New  Madrid  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5944) .  Shallow  Flooding  (Ditch  No.  8)....'™... 


Within  tlie  corporate  limits . 


—  Shallow  Flooding  (Ditch  No.  44).. 


Between  the  western  corporate  limit  and  the  St.  Louis- 
San  Francisco  Railroad. 

Between  the  eastern  corporate  limit  and  the  St.  Louis- 
San  Francisco  Railroad. 


Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  Risco,  Missouri. 


Missouri .  (C),  Tallapoosa,  New  Madrid  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-  Shallow  Flooding  (Ponding  from 

5944).  Unnamed  Ditch). 

Shallow  Flooding  (Ponding  from 
Ditch  No.. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  City  Clerk,  City  Hall,  Tallapoosa,  Missouri. 

Nebraska .  (C).  Madison,  Madison  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5944) .  Union  Creek . . . 


Between  the  eastern  corporate  limits  and  1st  Street . 


Within  the  corporate  limits .. 


About  7,000  feet  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway  81 . 

Just  downstream  of  Main  Street . 

Just  upstream  of  Jackson  Street . 

About  10,000  feet  upstream  of  3rd  Street . 

Confluence  with  Union  Creek . 

Just  upstream  of  North  6th  Street . i . 

About  1,300  feet  upstream  of  Union  Pacific  Railroad . 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall.  Madison,  Nebraska. 

Nebraska .  (V),  Raymond,  Lancaster  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5944) ..  Oak  Creek- 


North  Oak  Creek.. 


About  1.1  miles  downstream  West  Mill  Road  (at  extra¬ 
territorial  limits). 

Confluence  of  North  Oak  Creek . „ . . 

Just  downstream  State  Highway  79..™ . . . . 

About  200  feet  upstream  West  Raymond  Road _ _ _ 

Just  downstream  West  Branched  Oak  Road . 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  Hall.  Raymond,  Nebraska 

New  Jersey .  Atlantic  Highlands,  Borough.  Monmouth  County  (Docket  Sandy  Hook  Bay- 

No.  FEMA-5875). 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Borough  Clerk's  Office,  Atlantic  Highlands,  New  Jersey. 

New  Jersey .  Califon.  Borough.  Hunterdon  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-  South  Branch  Raritan  River.. 

5895). 


Entire  shoreline . 

Tidal  flooding  on  Wagner  Creek  downstream  from 
upstream  corporate  limits. 

Tidal  flooding  of  Many  Mind  Creek  downstream  of 
State  Route  36. 


Downstream  Corporate  Limits .. 

Upstream  Califon  Dam . 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . 
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City/town/county 


Source  ol  flooding 


#  Depth  in 
feet  above 
ground. 
‘Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Borough  Clerk's  Office,  Municipal  Building.  Main  Street,  Califon.  New  Jersey. 


New  Jersey . . .  Franklin.  Township,  Hunterdon  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-  Capooling  Creek _ _ 

5912). 


.....  3,97V  downstream  of  Quakertown  Road _ 

2,570'  downstream  of  Quakertown  Road _ 

1,850'  downstream  of  Quakertown  Road _ 

Downstream  of  Quakertown  Road . 

450'  upstream  of  Quakertown  Road _ 

1,130'  upstream  of  Quakertown  Road _ 

1,910'  upstream  of  Quakertown  Road _ 

2.645'  upstream  of  Quakertown  Road _ 

_ Downstream  of  Conrail _ 

1,500'  upstream  of  Conrail _ _ _ 

Sidney  Road. _ _ _ 

1,895'  upstream  of  Sidney  Road _ 

Pittstown  Road _ 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Municipal  Building,  Sidney  Road,  Franklin,  New  Jersey. 


New  York . . .  Camillas  (Village),  Onondaga  County  (FEMA-5875) _  Ninemile  Creek . . . .  Intersection  of  MacLaughlin  Street  and  Meadow  Lane.™ 

Intersection  of  Genesee  Street  and  New  North  Street .... 
300  feet  east  of  intersection  of  Union  Street  and  Elm 
Street 

Unnamed  Stream  East .  Approximately  200  feet  east  along  Green  Street  from 

its  intersection  with  South  Street 

Upstream  side  of  Bingham  Place  over  the  channel . 

Intersection  of  Conrad  and  the  channel _ _ 

Maps  available  at  Village  Halt,  Main  Street,  Camillus,  New  York. 


New  York - Churchville,  Village,  Monroe  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-  Black  Creek _  Downstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

5895).  Upstream  of  Conrail _ 

Upstream  of  East  Buffalo  Street _ :. _ 

Upstream  of  Bangs  Road _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits  (extended) _ 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Churchville  Village  Hall,  9  East  Buffalo  Street,  Churchville,  New  York. 


New  York _ _ _ .... _ Town  of  Coming,  Steuben  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-  Whiskey  Creek...... _  Upstream  Fram  Lane _ 


Chemung  Ftiver _ 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Corning  Town  Clerk’s  Office,  Town  Half,  Corning,  New  York. 


New  York . .  Depew,  Village,  Erie  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5895) .  Scajaquada  Creek _ _ _  Downstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

Confluence  of  North  Branch  Scajaquada  Creek... 

Grant  Avenue  (Upstream) _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

Cayuga  Creek . . ™. .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

Borden  Road  (Upstream) _ _ _ 

Transit  Road  (Upstream) _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

North  Branch  Scajaquada  Creek .  Confluence  with  Scajaquada  Creek _ 

French  Road  (Upstream). _ _ 

Colony  Road  (Upstream) _ 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  Clerk’s  office,  Depew  Municipal  Building,  85  Manitou  Street,  Depew,  New  York. 


10,000  feet  upstream  of  confluence  with  Chemung 
River. 

11,900  feet  upstream  of  confluence  of  Chemung  River 

1,000  feet  upstream  from  Corporate  Limits _ 

Upstream  Confluence  of  Whiskey  Creek _ 

Upstream  State  Route  17  adjacent  to  Gorton  Creek _ 

Upstream  State  Route  17 _ ... _ 


New  York - - — . —  East  Syracuse,  Village,  Onondaga  County  (Docket  No.  South  Branch  Ley  Creek _ ...  State  Route  290 _ 

FEMA-5912).  Downstream  crossing  of  Conrail _ 

Burnet  Avenue _ _ _ 

Upstream  crossing  of  Conrail _ 

Interstate  Route  690 _ 

Above:  2nd  crossing  of  Access  Road  at  upstream 
Corporate  Limits. 

Butternut  Creek - - -  Area  north  of  Dewitt  Yards  in  northeastern  comer  of 

East  Syracuse. 

Area  between  Interstate  690  and  State  Route  290  in 
southeast  comer  of  East  Syracuse. 

Area  between  access  roads  to  Interstate  690  in  south¬ 
east  comer  of  East  Syracuse. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Est  Syracuse  Municipal  Building,  204  North  Center  Street  East  Syracuse.  New  York  13057. 


Butternut  Creek. 


New  York . . .  Fenton.  Town,  Broome  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5912) .  Chenango  River _ 


Downstream  Corporate  Limits...™ _ 

Ivan  Lane  (Extended) _ 

Upstream  of  State  Route  I2A _ 

300’  southeast  of  junction  of  State  Route  7  and 
Interstate  88  (Extended). 

Confluence  of  Osborne  Creek _ _ 

Port  Street  (Extended) _ _ 

Stony  Brook  Road  (Extended) _ _ _ 

Bend  of  Rodgers  Road  (Extended) _ 

Upstream  of  Gaging  Station.™.. _ _ _ 

Marshman  Road  (Extended) _ 

Upstream  of  State  Route  79.™—™...™ _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
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in  feet 
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Osborne  Creek- 


Page  Brook- 


Confluence  with  Chenango  River - 

Upstream  of  State  Route  369 _ 

Private  Drive  off  State  Route  369  (Extended) _ 

Confluence  of  Bally  hack  Creek _ _ _ 

Upstream  of  Ballyhack  Road _ _ 

Approximately  1,450'  upstream  from  Ballyhack  Road.... 
Approximately  2,170'  upstream  from  Ballyhack  Road.... 

Approximately  2,900’  upstream  from  Ballyhack  Road _ 

Approximately  4,370'  upstream  from  Ballyhack  Road  ..... 

Approximately  6,750'  upstream  from  Ballyhack  Road _ 

Approximately  8,930'  upstream  from  Ballyhack  Road _ 

Approximately  10,910'  upstream  from  Ballyhack  Road- 
Approximately  11,990'  upstream  from  Ballyhack  Road- 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . . . 

Confluence  with  Chenango  River. _ 

400'  downstream  from  Rodgers  Road . . 

100'  upstream  from  Rodgers  Road _ _ 

1,070'  upstream  from  Rodgers  Road _ 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Fenton  Town  Hall,  Park  Street  Port  Crane,  New  York. 


*869 

*871 

•879 

*885 

•889 

*900 

*910 

•920 

•930 

*950 

•970 

•990 

*1,000 

*1,011 

•877 

•880 

*884 

*887 


New  York _ Greene  Village,  Chenango  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-  Chenango  River .. 

5912). 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  Hall,  51  Genesee  Street,  Greene,  New  York. 


Downstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

250'  downstream  from  State  Route  206- 
Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ 


New  York . . Greene,  Town,  Chenango  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-  Chenango  River.. 

5938). 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Greene  Town  Hall,  51  Genesee  Street,  Greene,  New  York. 


400'  upstream  from  State  Route  79 _ 

400'  upstream  from  Conrail _ 

Confluence  of  Geneganslet  Creek . 

Jackson  Hill  Road  (Extended) .. 

200'  upstream  from  Hogsback  Road . 

Confluence  of  Wheeler  Brook _ _ _ 

Cohoon  Road  (Extended) _ 

400'  upstream  from  Brisben  Crossover ... 
Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ 


New  York _  Hilton,  Village,  Monroe  County  (Oocket  No.  FEMA-6912) _  Salmon  Creek- 


Downstream  Corporate  Limits . 

Upstream  side  of  ConraH _ 

Upstream  side  of  Hovey  Avenue .. 
Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  Hall,  24  Main  StreeL  Hilton,  New  York. 


New  York _  LeRoy,  Village.  Genessee  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-  Tributary  to  Mud  Creek .. 

5895). 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  LeRoy  Village  Ha#.  3  West  Main  Street,  LeRoy,  New  York  14482. 


Downstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

Upstream  Orchard  Place _ 

Access  Road . 

Upstream  East  Avenue . 

Upstream  South  Avenue _ _ _ 

South  Street _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ 


New  York.. 


Piermont,  Village,  Rockland  County  (Docket  No.  FEM  A-  Sparkill  Creek. . 
5912). 


Maps  avatiaole  for  inspection  at  Village  Ha#,  478  Plermont  Avenue,  Piermont.  New  York. 
New  York _ 


.  Downstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

Paradise  Avenue _ .... _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ _ _ 

State  Route  9W _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ... 


Seneca  Falls,  Village,  Seneca  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-  Seneca  River _ 

5912). 


Sampson  Creek . 


Downstream  of  Lock  No.  2.™ _ _ _ 

Upstream  side  of  Lock  No.  2 _ _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ ..... _ 

Upstream  side  of  Bayard  Street  culvert . 

Upstream  side  of  Bridge  Street . 

Downstream  side  of  Swaby  Street . .... 

Downstream  side  of  Toledo  Street . 


Black  Brook . . 

Bentons  Creek . 


Upstream  side  of  Toledo  Street . 

60  feet  upstream  of  Private  Road _ 

Shamrock  Avenue  (extended) _ _ _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits  near  Conrail  crossing... 

Downstream  Corporate  Limits.............. _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits  at  Black  Brook  Road- 

Confluence  with  Sampson  Creek . 

Upstream  side  of  Ovid  Street . 

Upstream  side  of  Garden  Street _ _ _ 

Upstream  of  Chaplin  Street _ _ 

Seneca  Manor  Drive  (extended) . . 

Downstream  of  Conrail _ _ _ 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Seneca  Falls  Village  Hall,  136  Falls  Street,  Seneca  Falls,  New  York. 

New  York . .  Seneca  Falls,  Town,  Seneca  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-  Seneca  River . 

5926). 


Confluence  with  Cayuga  Lake _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits  of  the  Town  of  Seneca 
Falls. 

Downstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

Downstream  side  of  King  Road . . .......... _ 


•911 

*912 

*913 


*900 

*904 

*905 

•911 

*917 

*920 

*924 

*928 

*929 


*259 

•261 

*266 

•268 


•870 

*875 

*876 

*878 

*888 

*892 

•894 


•8 

•8 

*23 

•22 


*386 

•431 

•432 

•435 

*437 

*442 

*445 

•448 

*453 

•457 

*459 

*475 

*477 

*435 

*437 

*438 

*442 

*452 

*454 


*386 

*432 


Black  Brook 


'466 

“470 


18703 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  58  /  Thursday,  March  26,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


Final  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


Stale 


City/  town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


f  Depth  m 
feet  above 
ground 
'Elevation 
m  feet 
(NGVD) 


Upstream  Corporate  Limits  of  the  Village  of  Seneca  *477 

Falls. 

-  2.200  feet  upstream  of  Mound  Road  at  the  down-  *48 1 

stream  side  of  Private  Road. 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . . .  *487 

Sucker  Brook . . .  Confluence  with  Seneca  River _ _ _ _ _ _ — ..  *432 

Upstream  side  of  Conrail . . .  *435 

7,600  feet  upstream  of  Conrail . . .  *453 

Sucker  Brook  Tributary..... .  Confluence  with  Sucker  Brook . *436 

Upstream  of  California  Avenue . — . ...  *454 

3.000  feet  upstream  of  California  Avenue - -  *463 

Cayuga  Lake . . . . . .  Entire  Shoreline  within  the  town . . . *386 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Seneca  Town  Office,  28  Cayuga  Street.  Seneca  Falls.  New  York. 


New  York 


Stephentown.  Town,  Rensselaer  County  (Docket  No.  Kmderhook  Creek . 
FEMA-5875) 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Town  Clerk's  Office,  9  Garfield  Road,  Stephentown,  New  York. 


Upstream  side  of  Gould  Road - - .. -  *795 

Downstream  side  of  Stephentown  Road . . . .  *832 

Upstream  side  of  Stephentown  Road _ _ _  *835 

Downstream  side  of  Presbyterian  HHI  Road .  *841 

Upstream  side  of  Presbyterian  Hill  Road .  *842 

Confluence  of  East  Brook  and  West  Brook . . . .  *864 

Downstream  side  of  State  Highway  22 . ~ _ _ _ _  *907 

Upstream  side  of  State  Highway  22 _ .. _ - . . .  *909 

Downstream  of  Pease  Road . . . . . ..  *949 

Upstream  of  Pease  Road _ _  **948 

State  Boundary ........ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  *955 


New  York . .  Sterling,  Town.  Cayuga  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5912) .  Lake  Ontario . .... 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Sterling  Town  Clerk’s  Office.  Sterling  Center  Road,  Sterling,  New  York. 

New  York .  Waterloo.  Village.  Seneca  County  (Docket  No  FEMA-  Seneca  River . 

5895). 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Vitlage  Halt,  41  West  Main  Street,  Waterloo,  New  York. 


New  York .  Wyoming.  Village.  Wyoming  County  (Docket  No  FEMA-  Oatka  Creek 

5912) 


Wyoming  Gulf  Brook . 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Wyoming  Village  Clerk's  Office.  50  Main  Street.  Wyoming.  New  York 
North  Carolina .  Edgecombe  County.  (Unincorporated  Areas)  (FEMA -5938)  .  Tar  River  . 

Town  Creek . . . . . . 

Bynum  Mill  Creek . . . 

Bynum  Mill  Run . 

Cckev  Swamp  . 

Cokey  Swamp  Tributary . 

Fishing  Creek . 

Deep  Creek  . '. . 

Swift  Creek  . 

White  Oak  Swamp  . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Edgecombe  County  Courthouse,  Tarboro,  North  Carolina 


Entire  Shoreline.... . .  *249 


Upstream  Gorham  Street _ _ _ _ _  *432 

North  Branch  upstream  of  Washington  Street .  *438 

Downstream  Locust  Street .  *444 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . . . .T... .  *448 


Downstream  Corporate  Limits _ _ _ _  *948 

Downstream  side  of  Mam  Street _ _  *953 

Upstream  side  of  Mam  Street _ _ _  *955 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits - -  *955 

Confluence  with  Oatka  Creek . . ... _ _  *954 

750*  upstream  of  confluence  with  Oatka  Creek . —  *960 

Downstream  of  Academy  Street - - - - -  *938 

Upstream  side  of  Academy  Street - - - — . .  *992 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . ~ . . . .  *1.002 


Intersection  of  river  and  center  of  State  Highway  42 .  *38 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Seaboard  Coastline  *46 

Railroad. 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  U.S.  Highway  258 .  *49 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Secondary  Road  *63 

1120. 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  State  Highway  124 _  *74 

tOO  feet  upstream  from  center  of  State  Highway  43 .  *02 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Secondary  Road  *109 

1002. 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Secondary  Road  *94 

1144 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  State  Highway  97 .  *58 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Secondary  Road  *54 

1505. 

150  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Secondary  Road  *53 

1253. 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Secondary  Road  *71 

1409. 

3.200  feet  downstream  from  Porter  Street  (within  Whi-  *118 

takers). 


North  Carolina .  City  of  Hickory.  Catawba  County  (FEMA-5738) .  Lyle  Creek .  Approximately  100  feet  upstream  of  SR  1599 .  *1,005 

Just  upstream  of  SR  1612 . . . -  *1.055 

Just  upstream  of  SR  1447 . . .  *1,090 

Herman  Creek .  29th  Street  N.E.  (Extended) . ;. .  *1,034 

27th  Street  N.E.  (Extended) .  *1.044 

Hickory  Creek .  Just  upstream  of  9th  Street .  *1,080 

Just  downstream  of  20th  Street  (SR  1447) .  *1,090 

Clarks  Creek . .. .  Just  downstream  of  U.S.  70.  64.  321 . . . . .  *879 

Approximately  200  feet  downstream  of  SR  1468 .  *898 

Miller  Branch  .  Approximately  130  feet  downstream  of  SR  1478 .  *894 

Approximately  1,500  feet  downstream  of  SR  1692 . .  *965 

Henry  Fork . . .  Approximately  1,000  feet  upstream  of  U.S.  321  bodge  *883 

Approximately  275  feet  upstream  of  SR  1124  bridge -  *918 

Henry  Fork  Tnbutary  One .  Approximately  75  feet  upstream  of  SR  1170  bodge .  *934 

Approximately  300  feet  downstream  of  U.S.  70.  64,  *998 

321 

Falling  Creek  .  Approximately  300  feet  upstream  of  SR  1400 .  *961 

Approximately  720  feet  downstream  of  SR  1404  *999 

bridge 

Falling  Creek  Tributary  Two.  Just  downstream  12th  Avenue  N.E . . .  *t.088 

Catawba  River  Tnbutary  One.  Just  upstream  of  SR  133 . .. .  *987 

Approximately  75  feet  upstream  of  SR  1331  bodge, .  *1,007 

Snow  Creek  Approximately  250  feet  upstream  of  SR  1507 .  *975 

Just  upstream  of  SR  1400 . . . .  *1,012 

Just  upstream  of  14th  Avenue  . . .  *1,084 
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Final  Bate  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


State 


City /town/ county 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


#  Depth  in 
feet  above 
around 
•Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Horsetord  Creek .  14th  Avenue  N.W.  (extended) . . . 

Cripple  Creek .  Approximately  95  feet  upstream  of  6th  Street  N.W . 

Just  upstream  of  4th  Street  N.W . . . 

Erye  Creek .  Approximately  65  feet  upstream  of  Lenoir  Road . 

Approximately  120  feet  upstream  of  U.S.  321 . 

Geitner  Branch .  Approximately  100  feet  upstream  of  center  line  of  U.S. 

64.  70. 

Approximately  125  feet  upstream  of  9th  Street  Culvert 
entrance. 

Geitner  Branch  Tributary  One . . Approximately  60  feet  upstream  of  7th  Avenue  ... . 

Geitner  Branch  Tributary  Two .  Just  upstream  of  7th  Avenue  S.W . . . 

4th  Street  S.W . . 

Longview  Creek  Tributary  Two .  Approximately  90  feet  upstream  of  Interstate  40  cul¬ 

vert  entrance. 

Just  upstream  of  9th  Street . 

Longview  Creek  Tnbutary  One .  SR  1189 . . . - . 

U.S.  64-70 . - . 

Longview  Creek .  At  downstream  corporate  limits . . . 

Berger  Branch . . . 1. .  Just  upstream  of  SR  1173 — . . . 

Approximately  75  feet  upstream  of  10th  Avenue  S.E . 

Berger  Branch  Tributary  One .  6th  Avenue  S.E . . . . . 

Berger  Branch  Tributary  Two .  Approximately  300  feet  upstream  of  confluence  with 

Berger  Branch. 

Berger  Branch  Tributary  Three . .  8th  Avenue  S.E ..: . . . . 

Fit*  Creek .  Just  downstream  of  5th  Avenue  N.W . .'. . 

Just  upstream  of  9th  Street  N.W . 


Maos  a-aiiabie  for  inspection  at  Planning  Director's  Office.  76  North  Center  Street.  Hickory.  North  Carolina  28601 


Pennsy»van*a  .  BonneauviMe.  Borough.  Adams  County  (Docket  No  FEMA-  Chicken  Run . . . . . .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits . 

5944)  350  downstream  of  PA  Route  116. 

Downstream  side  of  PA  Route  116. 

60  upstream  of  Oak  Lane . . . . 

120  downstream  of  Private  Rdad ... 
Sunset  Drive . . 

Maos  avaHaWe  for  inspection  at  the  Bonneauville  Borough  Building.  R.D  5.  Gettysburg.  Pennsylvania 


Pennsylvania  . .  Hamilton.  Township.  Adams  County  (Docket  No  FEMA-  West  Conewago  Creek . . .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits. . . ...... 

5944).  Downstream  Legislative  Route  01037 . . . 

Confluence  of  Pine  Run . . . 

Upstream  Green  Ridge  Road _ _ _ _ 

Upstream  State  Route  94 . . . 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . 

South  Branch  Conewago  Creek  .  Confluence  with  West  Conewago  Creek ... . 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . . . 

Beaver  Creek . ..... .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits . . . . . 

Downstream  side  of  Beaver  Creek  at  first  crossing 

Oownstream  side  of  Jacobs  Mill  Road _ _ _ _ 

Upstream  Saint  Mary’s  Road . .. . 

Upstream  side  of  Home  Road . 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . 

Seven  Hundred  School  Run .  Confluence  with  South  Branch  Conewago  Creek . . 

Downstream  Third  Private  Road . . 

Upstream  Gun  Club  Road . 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Pme  Run .  Confluence  with  West  Conewago  Creek . . . . 

Upstream  MiM  Road . . . 

Approximately  130  feet  upstream  of  Pme  Run  Road 

Tributary  A . .  Confluence  with  Pine  Run. . 

Confluence  of  Tributary  8 . . . 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ _ 

Tnbutary  B .  Confluence  with  Tributary  B _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Upstream  side  1st  private  Road . . . . 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . .., . . . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  residence  of  Ms  Ethel  Roche.  Township  Secretary.  R.D  1.  Forest  Drive.  New  Oxford.  Pennsylvania. 


•979 

•1.050 

•1.062 

•1.015 

*1.038 

•997 

*1.016 

*1,026 

M.055 

•1.069 

*893 

*1.012 

•1,038 

*1,087 

•1,038 

*907 

*1,037 

•1.072 

•1.008 

*1,083 

*1,047 

*1,084 


•506 

*514 

•518 

•532 

*539 

*545 


•411 
•420 
•425 
*433 
*448 
•456 
•456 
•460 
*403 
•413 
•422 
*438 
•448 
•478 
•458 
*479 
*493 
*507 
*425 
*44  2 
•464 
*490 
*505 
•519 
•505 
•521 
*534 


So^tn  Carokna . —  City  of  Gaffney.  Cherokee  County  (FEMA-5924)  .  Irene  Creek. . .  Just  downstream  of  Overbrook  Drive . . 

Just  upstream  of  Young  Street . . . 

Irene  Creek  Tnbutary  I .  Just  downstream  of  Buford  Street . . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Buford  Street _ _ _ _ _ 

Providence  Branch . —  Approximately  100  feet  upstream  of  State  Highway 

150. 

Just  downstream  of  Sarrat  Drive . . 

Limestone  Creek .  Approximately  600  feet  upstream  of  Northernmost 

Corporate  limits. 

Peoples  Creek . . .  Just  upstream  of  Chatham  Street . 

•  Just  upstream  of  Pecan  Street _ _ _ _ 


Maps  avanaWe  for  inspection  at  City  Administrator’s  Office.  City  Hall.  203  North  Limestone  Street.  Gaffney.  South  Carolina  29340 


Tennessee  . .  Gallatin  (City),  Summer  County  (FEMA-5944) .  East  Camp  Creek .  100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  U.S.  Highway  31E . 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Louisville  and  Nash¬ 
ville  Railroad. 

East  Camp  Creek  West  Tributary .  At  confluence  with  East  Camp  Creek  Northwest  Tribu¬ 

tary 

East  Camp  Creek  Northwest  Tribu-  300  feet  downstream  from  center  of  Red  River  Road  .  ... 
tary 

Town  Creek. . .  100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Lock  4  Road . 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  West  Main  Street . 

200  feet  upstream  from  center  of  U.S.  Highway  31E . 

Town  Creek  Left  Bank  Tributary  1...  100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Britton  Street . 

Town  Creek  Left  Bank  Tributary  2...  100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Westland  Avenue . 

Town  Creek  Left  Bank  Tributary  3....  275  feet  upstream  from  confluence  with  Town  Creek . 

9^  Creek - -  100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  State  Highway  109 . 

Sink  Hole  Greek .  150  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Newton  Lane . 

Sink  Hole  Creek  Tributary -  350  feet  upstream  from  confluence  with  Sink  Hole 

Creek 


•678 

*699 

•691 

*696 

•676 

•686 

•696 

*690 

•705 


•455 

*512 

•491 

•505 

*455 

*514 

•552 

*492 

*538 

*560 

•491 

•476 

*499 
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Slate 


Final  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


Gty/lown/county 


Source  ot  flooding 


Location 


Albright  Creek . 

Station  Camp  Creek  ... 


Old  Hickory  Lake 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Engineer's  Office.  132  W.  Main  St..  Gallatin,  Tennessee 


100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Willmore  Road . . 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  County  Road  6130 
(Cairo  Road). 

100  feet  upstream  from  center  of  Louisville  and  Nash¬ 
ville  Railroad. 

100  feel  upstream  from  center  of  Long  Hollow  Pike . 

Intersection  of  Lake  and  State  Highway  109 . 


Texas . _  City  ot  Harkor  Heights.  Bell  County  (FEMA-5947) _  Nolan  Creek  . . . .  Just  downstream  of  Buffalo  Trail . . . . 

Just  upstream  of  North  Ann  Blvd  . 

Harker  Heights  Tributary  1 _  Just  upstream  of  U  S.  Highway  190  (Business) . 

Just  upstream  of  Indian  Trad . . . . 

Harker  Heights  Tributary  2 . .  Just  downstream  of  U  S.  Highway  190  (Business) 

Just  upstream  Clore  Road . . 

Just  downstream  of  South  Amy  Lane..- . . . 

Overland  Flow  Hariier  Heights  Just  upstream  of  Bluebird  Drive . . . . 

Trib-utary  2. 

Harker  Heights  Tnbutary  3 . . .  Just  upstream  ot  Ball  Road . . . . . 

Just  upstream  ot  North  Ann  Blvd . . 

Harker  Heights  Tnbutary  4 . . . .  At  Jaime  Road  extended  ...... . . . . . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  HalL  120  Harkey  Drive,  Harker  Heights,  Texas  76541. 


Texas . . —  City  of  Harlingen,  Cameron  County  (FEMA-5947) ... . . . .  Arroyo  Colorado . . .  Just  downstream  of  Loop  449 . . 

Just  downstream  of  U  S.  Routes  77/83  and  Access 
Roads.  , 

Tributary  No.  1  to  Arroyo  Colorado. ..  Approximately  600  feet  upstream  of  Treasure  Lake  Rd .. 

Tributary  No.  2  to  Arroyo  Colorado-..  Just  upstream  of  U  S.  Routes  77/83 _ .'. _ 

Tributary  No.  3  to  Arroyo  Colorado...  Just  downstream  of  Garret  Road . - . 

Just  downstream  of  Lincoln  Avenue . . . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Half,  118  East  Tyler  Street.  Harlingen,  Texas  78550. 


Texas .  City  ot  Cuero.  Dewitt  County  (FEMA-5947) . . .  Gohlke  Creek . . . . .  At  Alonzo  Street . . . . . . ... 

At  Heaton  Street _ _ 

Approximately  160  feet  at  upstream  of  Main  Street _ 

Approximately  120  feet  at  upstream  of  Broadway  St . 

Gohlke  Creek  Tributary . . .  At  McArthur  Street  extended _ 

Approximately  120  feet  at  downstream  of  Morgan 
Avenue. 

Just  upstream  of  South  Railroad  St _ 

SCS  Channel . . . . .  At  downstream  corporate  limits,  approximately  150 

feet  downstream  of  Paine  Street 


Maps  available  for  inspection  al  City  Hall.  201  East  Main  Street,  Cuero.  Texas  77954. 


Texas .  City  o'  Holland,  Bell  County  (FEMA-5947) .  Darrs  Creek . . . - . .  Just  downstream  of  State  Highway  95. _ _ _ _ _ 

Just  downstream  of  Missouri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad . 

Just  downstream  ot  Missouri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad . 

Just  downstream  of  Hackberry  Street _ _ 

Cathey  Creek .  Approximately  180  feet  at  upstream  ot  the  north 

corporate  limits  which  is  located  approximately 
1 ,270  feel  at  upstream  of  FM  1123. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Halt,  104  West  Travis.  Holland,  Texas  76534. 


Texas . — .  City  of  Killeen,  Bed  County  (FEMA-5947) _ _ _ _ _  Nolan  Creek . : .  Approximately  30  feet  at  upstream  of  Roy  Reynolds 

Drive. 

At  54th  Street  extended _ _ _ 

Approximately  120  leet  at  upstream  of  38th  Street . 

Approximately  130  feet  at  upstream  ol  W.  S.  Young 
Drive. 

Just  downstream  of  Highway  190  (Business) . . 

Approximately  60  feet  at  downstream  of  Sixth  Street 
(Gray-Street). 

Approximately  30  feet  at  downstream  of  Dimple  Street... 

Little  Noland  Creek .  Approximately  60  feet  at  downstream  of  Highway  190 

(Business). 

Approximately  30  leet  at  downstream  of  F.  M.  2410 . - 

Approximately  20  feet  at  downstream  of  North  Front¬ 
age  Road  of  U  S.  Highway  190. 

•  Approximately  20  feet  at  downstream  of  Little  Noland 

Road. 

Little  Nolan  Creek  Tributary  1 . .  Approximately  40  feet  downstream  of  W.  S.  Young 

Drive. 

Approximately  100  feet  downstream  of  West  Trimmer 
Road. 

Approximately  110  feet  at  upstream  of  old  F.  M.  440 . 

little  Nolan  Creek  Tributary  2. . .  Approximately  20  feet  at  upstream  of  East  Trimmer 

Road. 

Long  Branch . . . .  Approximately  20  feet  at  upstream  of  F.  M.  439 . 

Approximately  40  feet  at  upstream  of  Lake  Road _ 

At  Laurel  Lane  extended . 

Approximately  20  feet  at  downstream  of  Hillard 
Avenue. 

Harker  Heights  Tributary  4 . . . .  At  Spring  Brook  Drive  Extended . . . . . 

Nolan  Creek  Tributary  3 .  Approximately  50  feet  at  upstream  ol  Atchison  Avenue.. 

Approximately  70  feet  at  upstream  ol  Liberty  Street . - 

Approximately  40  feet  at  upstream  ol  Davis  Drive _ 

Nolan  Creek  Tributary  4 . .  Approximately  100  feet  at  upstream  ot  Greenwood 

T  Avenue. 

Approximately  70  feet  at  downstream  of  Harris  Avenue  . 
Approximately  90  feet  at  downstream  of  Gray  Avenue.  .. 

Site  Tributary  No.  7 . . Just  downstream  of  Roy  Reynolds  Drive _ 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Hall  400  North  Second  St..  Killeen.  Texas  76541. 


Texas . .  City  of  Lancaster,  Dallas  County  (FEMA-5893) . Tenmile  Creek . . . .  Just  upstream  of  Missouri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad _ 


#  Depth  m 
feet  above 
ground 
•Elevation 
in  feet 


(NGVD) 


*454 

•554 

•463 

•489 

•452 


•720 

•735 

•723 

•768 

•732 

•763 

•779 

*795 

*739 

*769 

•744 


•21 

•26 

•33 

*33 

*35 

•39 


•167 

•167 

•175 

*177 

*169 

•172 

•176 

•182 


•502 

•505 

*511 

*511 

*544 


•745 

•767 

*777 

•791 

•802 

•813 

*827 

*773 

•782 

•801 

*819 

*835 

*862 

*940 

•822 

•781 

•793 

•799 

•824 

*766 

•794 

•804 

•924 

*809 

*823 

•839 

*763 


•477 
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Final  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


#  Depth  in 
feet  above 

Location  ‘Elevation 

in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Approximately  100  feet  downstream  of  Blue  Grove  *493 

Road 

Approximately  400  feet  upstream  of  Houston  School  *508 

Road. 

Just  upstream  of  Lancaster  Hutchins  Road .  *476 

Just  upstream  of  Missouri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad .  „*519 

Just  upstream  of  West  Red  Bud  Street . . .  *505 

Just  upstream  of  West  First  Street .  *512 

Just  upstream  of  Bell  Line  Road . . . .  *498 

Approximately  500  feet  upstream  of  Pleasant  Run  *556 

Road 

Approximately  200  feet  upstream  of  Pleasant  Run  *572 

Road. 

Just  upstream  of  Houston  School  Road .  *584 

Approximately  1,290  feet  upstream  of  Belt  Line  Road .  *524 

Approximately  200  feel  upstream  of  Lancaster  Road .  *556 

Approximately  400  feet  upstream  of  Houston  School  *568 

Road 

Approximately  200  feet  downstream  of  Houston  *546 

School  Road. 

Maps  avai'abie  for  inspection  at  Office  of  City  Secretary.  City  Hall.  211  North  Henry  Street,  Lancaster,  Texas  75146 


Utah .  West  Bountiful  (City),  Davis  County  (FEMA-5938) .  Barton  Creek 


Mill  Creek 


Stone  Creek 


Duel  Creek 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Hall,  West  Bountiful.  Utah 


Washington . ......  Tjkwila  (City).  King  County  (FEMA-5873) .  Green  River .  100  feet  upstream  from  intersection  of  river 

Interstate  Highway  5. 

100  leet  upstream  from  intersection  of  river 
Strander  Boulevard 

Springbrook  Creek .  Center  of  South  158th  Street  approximately  150  feet  *16 

north  of  its  intersection  with  the  Chicago.  Milwau 
kee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad 

Black  River  (Backwater  From  50  feet  upstream  of  intersection  of  Chicago.  Milwau-  *19 

Green  River).  kee.  St  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad  with  Black  River 

Maps  available  tor  inspection  at  City  Hall.  6200  Southcenter  Blvd.,  Tukwila.  Washington. 


and  *14 

and  *25 


130  leet  upstream  from  center  of  1100  West .  *4.218 

200  feet  upstream  from  center  ol  northbound  lane  ol  *4.279 

Interstate  15. 

200  feet  southeast  from  intersection  of  1600  North  *1 

and  Denver  and  Rio  Grande  Western  Railroad 

400  leet  upstream  from  center  of  1 100  West .  *4.240 

Intersection  ol  500  South  and  entry  ramp  to  north-  *1 

bound  lane  of  Interstate  15. 

200  feet  downstream  from  center  ol  Pages  Lane .  *4,254 

400  feet  upstream  from  center  ol  Pages  Lane .  *3 

100  feet  east  from  intersection  of  520  West  and  2125  *2 

North 


State  City/town/county  Source  of  flooding 


Keller  Branch . 

Halls  Branch . 

Deep  Branch . 

Mill  Branch . 

Stream  3A6 . 

Floyd  Branch . 

Runyon  Springs  Branch 


Wisconsin . . (Unincorporated).  Marathon  County  (Docket  No  FEMA-  Wisconsin  River .  At  U  S  Highway  51  bridge . 

5924) 

About  0.95  mile  upstream  U.S.  Highway  51  bridge . 

About  5  miles  upstream  Adolph  Street  (City  of  Wausau 
corporate  limits— East  Bank). 

Johnson  Creek .  Just  upstream  County  Highway  C . 

Approximately  0.6  mile  upstream  county  Highway  C . 

Just  downstream  of  Johnson  Creek  Road . 

Just  upstream  of  Johnson  Creek  Road . 

Just  downstream  of  County  Highway  X . 

„  About  18  miles  upstream  of  County  Highway  X . . 

Just  downstream  of  16th  Road . 

Just  upstream  of  16th  Road . . . . . 

Just  downstream  of  State  Highway  153 . 

Bull  Junior  Creek . . .  Mouth  at  Wisconsin  River . 

Just  upstream  of  Old  U  S.  Highway  51 . 

Just  upstream  Cedar  Road . 

Just  downstream  County  Highway  X . . . 

Just  downstream  Town  Road . 

Eau  Claire  River.  .  Just  upstream  ol  Chicago.  Milwaukee.  St  Paul  and 

Pacific  Railroad,  at  eastern  Schofield  corporate  limit 

Just  upstream  ol  Camp  Phillips  Street . 

Just  upstream  of  County  Highway  SS . 

Approximately  1,850  feet  downstream  of  County  High¬ 
way  J. 

Approximately  1 ,000  feet  upstream  of  County  Highway 
J. 

Just  upstream  ol  Clubhouse  Road . 

Just  downstream  of  County  Highway  N . 

Big  Rib  River .  At  mouth  at  Wisconsin  River . 

Approximately  3,200  feet  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  51 
Just  downstream  of  Chicago  and  North  Western  Rail¬ 
road 

Just  downstream  of  State  Highway  29 . 

Little  Rib  River .  At  mouth  at  Big  Rib  River . 

Just  upstream  of  Chicago  and  North  Western  Railroad 

Just  downstream  of  New  State  Highway  29 . 

Just  upstream  of  Stewart  Avenue . . 

.  Just  downstream  of  Stettin  Road . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Zoning  Administrator.  Marathon  County  Courthouse.  Forest  Street.  Wausau.  Wisconsin. 


Wisconsin . . (V).  Pulaski.  Brown  County  (Docket  No  FEMA-5924).. 


South  Branch  Little  Suamico  River  About  0.32  mile  downstream  St  Augustine  Street . 

About  350  feet  downstream  of  St.  Augustine  Street 

At  upstream  corporate  limits . . 

Middle  Branch  Little  Suamico  River  Just  upstream  of  Williams  Street . . . 

About  30  feet  upstream  ol  Lincoln  Street . 


*1.159 

*1.198 

*1.128 

*1.129 

*1.135 

*1,140 

*1.144 

*1,160 

*1.187 

*1.191 

*1,209 

*1,150 

*1,153 

*1.174 

*1.185 

*1.195 

*1.170 

*1,179 

*1.189 

*1.207 

*1,216 

*1,237 

*1,250 

*1.168 

*1.170 

*1.187 

*1.208 

*1.171 

*1.175 

*1.176 

*1.181 

*1.182 


*800 

*803 

*611 

*799 

*805 
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Final  Base  (100-Year)  Elood  Elevations— Continued 


City/town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


#  Depth  in 
feet  above 
ground. 
‘Elevation 


(NGVD) 


Just  downstream  of  Johnson  Street 
At  upstream  corporate  limits . 

Maps  available  tor  inspection  at  the  Village  Clerk's  Office.  Village  Hall.  Pulaski.  Wisconsin. 


Wisconsin .  (C),  Sparta.  Monroe  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5924) .  La  Crosse  River . . .  Approximately  1  mile  downstream  of  State  Highway  27.. 

Just  upstream  of  Perch  Lake  Dam . — . 

About  123  miles  upstream  of  Perch  Lake  Dam. . 

Beaver  Creek .  About  0.1  mite  downstream  of  East  Oak  Street . 

About  0.27  mile  upstream  of  West  Montgomery  Street ... 

Farmers  Valley  Creek. . Just  downstream  of  East  Avenue - 

About  0.26  mile  upstream  of  Walrath  Street . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Clerk's  Office,  City  Hall,  201  West  Oak  Street.  Sparta.  Wisconsin. 


Wisconsin. 


(C),  Oconto,  Oconto  County  (Docket  No.  FEMA-5924) 


Green  Bay . 

Oconto  River _ _ _ 

Tributary  No.  1 . . . 

Tributary  No.  2 _ 

Tributary  No.  3..., _ 

Tributary  No.  4 _ _ _ 

Tributary  No.  4A. . 

Shallow  Flooding  (Ponding  From 
Rainfall). 


Within  community _ _ 

Mouth  af  Green  Bay . . . 

Just  upstream  of  Superior  Avenue . . 

Upstream  corporate  limits _ _ _ _ 

Mouth  at  Green  Bay - - - 

About  200  feet  upstream  of  Collins  Avenue - 

About  300  feet  upstream  of  Elm  Avenue - 

Just  downstream  of  McDonald  Street . - . 

Just  upstream  of  McDonald  Street . - - - - 

Just  downstream  of  Min  Street - - 

About  250  feet  downstream  Mott  Street - 

Just  downstream  of  Charles  Street - - 

Just  upstream  U.S.  Highway  41 - 

Just  upstream  of  Van  Hecke  Avenue - - 

Just  upstream  of  confluence  with  Tributary  No.  4 - 

Just  upstream  ol  Van  Hecke  Avenue - - 

Intersection  of  Superior  Avenue  and  Memorial  Drive  ..... 


Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  City  Clerk,  City  Hall,  1210  Main  Street,  Oconto,  Wisconsin  54153. 


*808 


•11 


•761 

•776 

•782 

•773 

*787 

*774 

•788 


*585 

•585 

*586 

•590 

•585 

*588 

•690 

*590 

*593 

*590 

•592 

•596 

*595 

•596 

•595 

•596 

*594 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Developement  Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
November  28, 1968),  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator) 

Issued;  March  13, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-8994  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  65 

[Docket  No.  FEMA  6017] 

List  of  Communities  With  Special 
Hazard  Areas  Under  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  identifies 
communities  with  areas  of  special  flood, 
mudslide,  or  erosion  hazards  as 
authorized  by  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program.  The  identification  of 
such  areas  is  to  provide  guidance  to 
communities  on  the  reduction  of 
property  losses  by  the  adoption  of 
appropriate  flood  plain  management  or 
other  measures  to  minimize  damage.  It 
will  enable  communities  to  guide  future 
construction,  where  practicable,  away 
from  locations  which  are  threatened  by 
flood  or  other  hazards. 

EFFECTIVE  dates:  The  effective  date 
shown  at  the  top  right  of  the  table  or 
April  24, 1981,  whichever  is  later. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  National  Flood 


Insurance  Program  (202)  426-1460  or  Toll 
Free  Line  800-424-8872,  Room  5150,  451 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-234)  requires  the  purchase  of 
flood  insurance  on  and  after  March  2, 
1974,  as  a  condition  of  receiving  any 
form  of  Federal  or  federally  related 
financial  assistance  for  acquisition  or 
construction  purposes  in  an  identified 
flood  plain  area  having  special  flood 
hazards  that  is  located  within  any 
community  participating  in  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program. 

One  year  after  the  identification  of  the 
community  as  flood  prone,  the 
requirement  applies  to  all  identified 
special  flood  hazard  areas  within  the 
United  States,  so  that,  after  that  date,  no 
such  financial  assistance  can  legally  be 
provided  for  acquisition  and 
construction  in  these  areas  unless  the 
community  has  entered  the  program. 

The  prohibition,  however,  does  not 
apply  in  respect  to  conventional 
mortgage  loans  by  federally  regulated, 
insured,  supervised,  or  approved  lending 
institutions. 


This  30  day  period  does  not  supersede 
the  statutory  requirement  that  a 
community,  whether  or  not  participating 
in  the  program,  be  given  the  opportunity 
for  a  period  of  six  months  to  establish 
that  it  is  not  seriously  flood  prone  or 
that  such  flood  hazards  as  may  have 
existed  have  been  corrected  by 
floodworks  or  other  flood  control 
methods.  The  six  months  period  shall  be 
considered  to  begin  30  days  after  the 
date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  or  the  effective  date  of  the 
Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Map,  whichever 
is  later.  Similarly,  the  one  year  period  a 
community  has  to  enter  the  program 
under  section  201(d)  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  shall  be 
considered  to  begin  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  or  the 
effective  date  of  the  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Map,  whichever  is  later. 

This  identification  is  made  in 
accordance  with  Part  64  or  Title  44  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  as 
authorized  by  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4128). 

Section  65.3  is  amended  by  adding  in 
alphabetical  sequence  a  new  entry  to 
the  table: 
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18711 


OCmJNnV  MAP  ACTIONS 

(Codes;  Where  so  entry  Is  necessary  use  N/A) 


Colinn  Code : 

1.  Thro  letter  state  designator. 

2.  FIA  Omni  mi  ty  6-digit  identity  rmfcer. 

3.  Gomaunity  name 
Oounty(ies)  Mir 

4.  Four  digit  nunfcer  and  suffix  of  each  FIRM  or  FH8K  panel  printed. 

5.  INL/ COAST  I-INLAND 

OOQASIAL 

6.  HAZARD  JD-FLDOD  KMU!  FUXD  PRCUE 

te-MUDSLUE  Jf’-MNIMAllY  FLOOD  PRCNF. 

ER-EKDSia: 

7.  60.3  CODE  ArSpecial  Hazard  not  defined,  no  elevation  data  (No  FHB-i) 

B-Special  Hazard  Designated,  no  elevation  data  (FHBM) 
O-FTKM,  Ho  FlooAjay  or  Coastal  High  Hazard 
*D"FU$i,  Regulatory  Floodway  Designated 
*  EWlkM,  Coastal  High  Hazard 

*Duel  entry  is  available. 

8.  PROGRAM  STATUS  1-S-ERGENCY 

2-RBGULAR 

MOT  PAKTICIPA2TNG,  HD  MAP 
4rtOT  PAPnCTPATUC,  WITH  MAP 

5- WIIHEREW 

6- SUSPDQED 

9.  FHBM  STATUS  1-NEVER  MAPPED 

2-CRIGINAL 

>KEVISED 

4- RESCdDED 

5- SUPERCEDED  BY  FUW 

9.  FIRM  STATUS  1-NEVER  MAPPED 

2- CRIGINAL 

3- REVISED 
PRESCINDED 

5- ALL  ZONE  C-HO  PUBLISHED  FIRM 

6- ALL  ZONE  A  AND  C-ND  ELEVAITQtE  EETERMINED 

10.  DATES  OF  ALL  PREVIOUS  MAPS 

11.  REVISION  CCCES  1.  1916  BFE  (Base  Flood  Elevation)  Decrease 

2.  1916  EFE  Increase 

3.  1916  SFHA  (Special  Flood  Hazard  Area)  Change 

4.  Change  of  Zone  Designation;  revised  FUW 

5.  Curvilinear 

6.  1914  Incorporation 

7.  1914  Disoorporation 
6.  1914  Annexation 

9.  SFHA  Redaction 

10.  Non-1916  SFHA  Increase  Without  timbered  Zones 
U.  Non-1916  SHFA  Increase  with  Numbered  Zones 

12.  Drafting  Correction;  Printing  Errors 

13.  Suffix  Change  ONLY 

14.  Change  to  Uhifonn  Zone  Designations  (7/1/74) 

15.  Revisions  Withdrawn 

16.  Refunds  Possible 

17.  letter  of  Map  Acendaent  (1916) 

18.  letter  of  Map  Amendaent  (1916  without  Federal 

Register  publication) 

19.  Federal  Register  Omission 

20.  Attention.  A  previous  nap  (  or  naps)  has  been 

rescinded  or  withdrawn  for  this  corasunity. 
This  my  have  affected  the  sequence  of 
suffixes. 

21.  Miscellaneous 


13.  List  of  timbered  Floodwy  Panels  Printed 

14.  Address  of  Ommmity  Map  Repository 
BILLING  CODE  6718-03-C 
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(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title 
XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  Nov.  28. 1968),  as  amended.  42  U.S.C. 
4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR 
19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued:  March  13, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 

|KR  Doc.  81-8996  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03 


44  CFR  Part  64 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  6018] 

List  of  Communities  Eligible  for  the 
Sale  of  Insurance  Under  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program. 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  lists  communities 
participating  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP).  These 
communities  have  applied  to  the 
program  and  have  agreed  to  enact 
certain  flood  plain  management 
measures.  The  communities’ 


participation  in  the  program  authorizes 
the  sale  of  flood  insurance  to  owners  of 
property  located  in  the  communities 
listed. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  The  date  listed  in  the 
fifth  column  of  the  table. 
addresses:  Flood  insurance  policies  for 
property  located  in  the  communities 
listed  can  be  obtained  from  any  licensed 
property  insurance  agent  or  broker 
serving  the  eligible  community,  or  from 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  426-1460  or 
Toll  Free  Line  800-424-8872,  Room  5150, 
451  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 

DC  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP),  enables  property  owners  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  at  rates  made 
reasonable  through  a  Federal  subsidy.  In 
return,  communities  agree  to  adopt  and 
administer  local  flood  plain 
management  measures  aimed  at 
protecting  lives  and  new  construction 
from  future  flooding.  Since  the 
communities  on  the  attached  list  have 
recently  entered  the  NFIP,  subsidized 


flood  insurance  is  now  available  for 
property  in  the  community. 

In  addition,  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator  has  identified  the  special 
flood  hazard  areas  in  some  of  these 
communities  by  publishing  a  Flood 
Hazard  Boundary  Map.  The  date  of  the 
flood  map,  if  one  has  been  published,  is 
indicated  in  the  sixth  column  of  the 
table.  In  the  communities  listed  where  a 
flood  map  has  been  published,  Section 
102  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act 
of  1973,  as  amended,  requires  the 
purchase  of  flood  insurance  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally  related 
financial  assistance  for  acquisition  or 
construction  of  buildings  in  the  special 
flood  hazard  area  shown  on  the  map. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  under  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

The  Catalog  of  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  for  this  program  is  83.100 
“Flood  Insurance.”  This  program  is 
subject  to  procedures  set  out  in  OMB 
Circular  A-95. 

In  each  entry,  a  complete  chronology 
of  effective  dates  appears  for  each  listed 
community.  The  entry  reads  as  follows: 


Section  64.6  is  amended  by  adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  new  entries  to  the  table. 

§  64.6  List  of  Eligible  Communities. 


State 

County 

Location 

Do  . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do  . 

Do . 

Kansas _ _ _ _ 

-  Pottawatomie  County . 

Wamego,  city  of . . . 

Maryland . 

Do . 

Do  . 

Do . 

Minnesota  . 

Do  . 

Do . 

Do . 

Missouri . 

Do . 

Do . . 

New  Hampshire _ _ _ _ 

New  Vork . 

-  Hillsborough  County . 

...  Manchester,  city  of . . . 

Ohio . _ 

Do . 

. .  Summit  County . 

...  Akron,  city  of  . . . . . 

Do . 

Do . . . 

Do  . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do  . 

Do . 

...  Valley  View,  village  of . 

Community  No. 


010118 

170439 

170080 

170313 

170552 

170374 

170214 

170215 

170559 

190168 

190186 

200276 

210010 

240001 

260314 

260162 

260236 

260608 

270486 

270172 

270483 

270274 

280124 

290333 

290353 

290133 

330169 

360426 

390523 

390749 

390526 

390313 

390309 

390735 

390111 

390572 

390043 

390134 

390636 


Effective  date  of  authorization  of  sale  of  Hazard  area 
flood  insurance  for  area  identified 


750529,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740823 

730705,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740524 

730601,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740322 

740301,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  731123 

760527,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  731217 

740423,  emergency;  810218,  regular _  740201 

750113,  emergency;  810218,  regular _  740816 

750415,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740329 

790514,  emergency;  810218,  regular.... .  731217 

750715,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740628 

750808,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740123 

750513.  emergency;  810218,  regular .  731207 

750328,  emergency;  810218,  regular _  741206 

750723,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  750207 

760122,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740412 

750509,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740628 

750806,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740517 

770112,  emergency;  810218,  regular . .  751017 

740312,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740315 

730323,  emergency;  810218.  regular .  740322 

740313,  emergency;  810218,  regular . .  780428 

740515,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740503 

741210,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740607 

750611,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740329 

750331,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740123 

760116,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  760305 

750326,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  741101 

730323,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740809 

750218,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740315 

761116,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  750725 

750227,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740201 

720204,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  731130 

751028,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740405 

780314,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  750808 

750722,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740201 

750604,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  731207 

751024,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740208 

750926,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  740123 

751229,  emergency;  810218,  regular .  7501 10 
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Slate  County 

Location 

Community  No. 

Do . 

.  Washington  County  1 . 

390566 

400385 

Do . 

400119 

421042 

Do . 

420755 

480123 

Do . 

Do . 

. .. .  Nacogdoches  County 

.  Nacogdoches,  city  of _ _ 

480497 

480004 

530026 

540152 

422334 

200338 

390607 

West  Virginia .... 

_ Quinwood.  town  of . . . 

540244 

Effective  date  of  authorization  of  sale  of 
flood  insurance  for  area 


751224,  emergency:  810218,  regular _ 

760412,  emergency;  810218.  regular _ 

750512,  emergency;  810218,  regular _ 

740201,  emergency;  810218,  regular . . 

730705,  emergency;  810218,  regular . . 

740903,  emergency;  810218,  regular . . 

7501 16,  emergency;  810218,  regular . . 

750819,  emergency;  610218,  regular . . 

740424,  emergency;  810218,  regular . 

750424,  emergency;  810218,  regular - 

791010.  emergency,  810220,  regular . . 

741220,  emergency;  810224,  regular . . 

810224,  emergency;  810224,  regular . . 

750307,  emergency;  810227,  regular . . 


Hazard  area 
identified 


750131 

761029 

731128 

740802 

740208 

740524 

740628 

740531 

740614 

741213 

750124 

740215 

750110 

741115 


1  Unincorporated  areas;  total— 53, 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804. 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator) 

Issued:  March  13, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8997  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  64 

l Docket  No.  FEMA  6014] 

Suspension  of  Community  Eligibility 
Under  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Final  Rule. 

summary:  This  rule  lists  communities 
where  the  sale  of  flood  insurance,  as 
authorized  under  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP),  will  be 
suspended  because  of  noncompliance 
with  the  flood  plain  management 
requirements  of  the  program. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  The  third  date 
(“Susp.")  listed  in  the  fifth  column. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 

Mr.  Gary  D.  Johnson,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  800-424-8872,  Room  5270, 
451  Seventh  Street,  SW„  Washington, 

DC  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP),  enables  properly  owners  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  at  rates  made 
reasonable  through  a  Federal  subsidy.  In 


return,  communities  agree  to  adopt  and 
administer  local  flood  plain 
management  measures  aimed  at 
protecting  lives  and  new  construction 
from  future  flooding.  Section  1515  of  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  4022)  prohibits  flood 
insurance  coverage  as  authorized  under 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(42  U.S.C.  4001-4128)  unless  an 
appropriate  public  body  shall  have 
adopted  adequate  flood  plain 
management  measures  with  effective 
enforcement  measures.  The  communities 
listed  in  this  notice  no  longer  meet  that 
statutory  requirement  for  compliance 
with  program  regulations  (44  CFR  Part 
59  et  seq.).  Accordingly,  the 
communities  are  suspended  on  the 
effective  date  in  the  fifth  column,  so  that 
as  of  that  date  subsidized  flood 
insurance  is  no  longer  available  in  the 
community. 

In  addition,  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator  has  identified  the  special 
flood  hazard  areas  in  these  communities 
by  publishing  a  Flood  Hazard  Boundary 
Map.  The  date  of  the  flood  map,  if  one 
has  been  published,  is  indicated  in  the 
sixth  column  of  the  table.  Section  202(a) 
of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234),  as  amended, 


provides  that  no  direct  Federal  financial 
assistance  (except  assistance  pursuant 
to  the  Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1974  not  in 
connection  with  a  flood)  may  legally  be 
provided  for  construction  or  acquisition 
of  buildings  in  the  identified  special 
flood  hazard  area  of  communities  not 
participating  in  the  NFIP,  with  respect  to 
which  a  year  has  elasped  since 
identification  of  the  community  as 
having  flood  prone  areas,  as  shown  on 
the  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation's  initial  flood 
insurance  map  of  the  community.  This 
prohibition  against  certain  types  of 
Federal  assistance  becomes  effective  for 
the  communities  listed  on  the  date 
shown  in  the  last  column. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  under  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

The  Catalog  of  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  for  this  program  is  83.100 
“Flood  Insurance.”  This  program  is 
subject  to  procedures  set  out  in  OMB 
Circular  A-95. 

In  each  entry,  a  complete  chronology 
of  effective  dates  appears  for  each  listed 
community. 
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§  64.6  List  of  Eligible  Communities. 

Section  64.6  is  amended  by  adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  new  entries  to  the  table. 


Stale 

County 

location 

Community  No. 

.  015006C . 

,.  050097B . 

Do  . 

,.  0501 01 B . 

..  090157B . 

.  230089B . 

Do  . 

..  230206B . 

..  260438A . 

Do . 

..  2601 57B . 

..  270101 B . 

Do  . 

..  270384B . 

..  290389B . 

...  300038B . 

New  Hampshire . 

.  Antrim  town  of . . 

...  330082B . 

Do . 

...  330032B . 

...  340230B . 

Do . 

. do . 

...  340237B . 

Do . 

...  340439B . 

Do . 

...  340243C . 

...  360597B . 

Do  . 

...  361018B . 

Effective  dates  of 
authorization/cancellation 


community 


Special  flood  hazard  area 
identified 


Date  certain  Federal 
assistance  no  longer 
available  in  special 
flood  hazard  area 


Mar.  30,  1973.  regular, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  suspended, 
lov.  7.  1975,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended, 
tpr.  16,  1975,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended, 
tug.  22,  1978,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1.  1981,  suspended, 
tug.  5,  1975,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1.  1981,  suspended, 
lune  22,  1977,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

5ept,  20,  1976,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1, 1981,  suspended, 
lune  30.  1975,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 
tAar.  4.  1974,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

May  2,  1975,  emergency. 
Apr.  1.  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended, 
fuly  7,  1975,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1, 1981,  suspended. 

Sept.  13,  1977,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 

1. 1981,  suspended. 

May  27,  1975,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 

1. 1981,  suspended. 

July  24,  1975,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

June  28,  1973,  emergency. 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1.  1981,  suspended. 

Sept.  4,  1973,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1.  1981,  suspended. 

Aug.  20,  1974,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

Nov.  17,  1972,  emergency. 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

Sept.  12,  1974,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular.  Apr. 
1,  1 981,  suspended. 


Mar.  30,  1973,  July  1,  1974 
and  Aug.  6,  1976. 


Aug.  9,  1974  and  Jan.  2. 
1976. 


Aug.  9,  1974  and  July  2. 
1976. 


April  1,  1981 

Do 

Do 


May  27,  1977.. 


Sept.  13,  1974  and  Jan.  14. 
1977. 


Jan.  17,  1975  and  Mar.  11. 
1977. 


Sept.  12,  1975. 


June  28,  1974  and  June  25. 
1976. 


Oct.  18,  1974  and  Aug.  12. 
1977.' 


June  14,  1974  and  Oct.  10. 
1975. 


Dec.  28,  1973  and  June  11. 
1976. 


Dec.  27,  1974  and  Sept. 
13,  1977. 


Apr.  12,  1974  and  Aug.  27, 
1976. 


Mar.  1,  1974  and  July  30. 
1976. 


Feb.  1,  1974  and  June  10. 
1977. 


Feb.  11,  1977.. 


Do .  Orange. 


Apr  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 

,  1,  1981,  suspended. 

Washingtonville,  village  ol .  360638B .  Aug.  11,  1972,  emergency. 

Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

..  Apr.  16,  1974,  emergency, 


July  26,  1974  and  June  4, 
1976. 


May  11,  1973  and  June  10. 
1977. 


June  28,  1974  and  Jan.  2. 
1976. 


May  3,  1974  and  Jan.  16. 
1976. 


Dec.  28,  1973  and  Dec.  19. 
1975. 


North  Carolina .  Halifax .  Weldon,  town  of ... .  3701 19B 

Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr 
1.  1981,  suspended. 

Oklahoma  .  Garfield .  North  Enid,  town  of .  400425B .  June  18,  1975,  emergency, 

Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 

1,  1981,  suspended. 

June  21,  1974,  emergency, 

Apr  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr 
1.  1981,  suspended. 

Nov  17.  1975,  emergency,  Nov.  22,  1974 
Apr  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr 


Oregon .  Morrow .  Heppner,  city  Of . . .  4101 75B.. 

. do... .  lone,  city  ol .  410176A.. 


Mar.  1,  1974  and  June  25. 
1976. 


Jan.  24,  1975  and  Nov  14. 
1975. 


Nov.  23,  1973  and  Dec.  19. 
1975. 


Do. 

Do 

Do 


Do 

Do 

Do. 

Do. 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 


Do 
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County 


Effective  dates  of 

i _ _  r _ m„  authorization/cancellation 

Location  Community  No.  of  S3le  of  flood  lnsurance  m 

community 


Do . 

Pennsylvania .. 

Do . 

Do . . 

Do . 

Do . ..... 

Do . ..... 


Do- 


Morrow .  Unincorporated  areas . 

Berks .  Alsace,  township  of.. . 

Lancaster . . . .  Brecknock,  township  of.. 

. do .  Ephrata,  borough  of . 

Luzerne .  Fairmount,  township  of .. 

York . : .  Felton,  borough  of . 

. do. .  Fawn,  township  of . 

.  Luzerne.'. .  Foster,  township  of . 

. do .  Hazle,  township  of _ 


410173B .  June  3,  1974,  emergency, 

Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

421376A .  May  27,  1975,  emergency, 

Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

421762B .  July  9.  1975,  emergency, 

Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

420551C .  Apr.  17,  1973,  emergency, 

Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

421827B .  Feb.  9,  1976,  emergency, 

Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 

1. 1981,  suspended. 

.  420922B .  Dec.  17,  1973,  emergency, 

Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

.  42221 9A .  Mar.  19,  1976,  emergency, 

Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 

1. 1981,  suspended. 

.  421828A .  Aug.  14,  1974,  emergency, 

Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1.  1981,  suspended. 

.  421830A .  Apr.  7,  1975,  emergency, 

Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 


Do . 

.  York . 

of. 

....  4201 73C.. 

Do . 

.  422231A.. 

.  450043B. 

.  470027B. 

.  480168B. 

.  500308 A. 

Do . 

.  500059B. 

.  510095B 

.  530080B 

.  550429C 

Do . 

.  550107B. 

Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1, 1981,  suspended. 


Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 


Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 


Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 


Apr.  1,  1981.  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 


Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 


Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 


Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 


Apr.  1.  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

June  23,  1975,  emergency. 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

Nov.  2,  1974,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

Aug.  12,  1977,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 

May  23,  1975,  emergency, 
Apr.  1,  1981,  regular,  Apr. 
1,  1981,  suspended. 


Special  flood  hazard  area 
identified 

Date  certain  Federal 
assistance  no  longer 
available  in  special 
flood  hazard  area 

Jan.  24,  1975  and  July  19. 

Do. 

1977. 

Jan.  24,  1974 _ 

Do. 

May  10,  1974  and  July  30, 

Do. 

1976. 

Mar.  22,  1974  and  May  17, 

Do. 

1974  and  Dec.  23,  1977. 

Jan.  17.  1975  and  Mar.  21. 

Do. 

198a 

Mar.  4.  1977 _ _ 

Do. 

Dec.  27,  1974.. _ 

Do. 

Nov.  15,  1974 _ 

Do. 

Nov.  8,  1974 _ 

Do. 

Dec.  20,  1974 _ 

Do. 

July  26.  1974  and  July  23, 

Do. 

1976. 

Jan.  9,  1974  and  Aug.  8, 

Do. 

1975. 

Dec.  27,  1974 . 

Do. 

June  14,  1974  and  Apr.  2, 

Do. 

1976. 

Aug,  16,  1974  and  July  2, 

Do. 

1976. 

Mar.  1.  1974  and  June  18, 

Do. 

1976. 

,  Feb.  21.  1975 . 

Do. 

April  22,  1974  and  Oct.  29, 

Do. 

1976. 

May  31,  1974  and  June  4. 

Do. 

1976. 

June  7,  1974  and  Apr.  22, 

Do. 

1977. 

June  28,  1974,  Aug.  8, 

Do. 

1976  and  Aug.  12,  1977. 

May  31,  1974  and  June  11, 

Do. 

1976. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  4001—4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator) 

Issued:  March  12,  1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8995  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 
46  CFR  Part  401 
(CGD  80-148] 

Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Rates 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Coast  Guard  is  amending 
its  regulations  governing  the  pilotage  of 
vessels  on  the  Great  Lakes.  These 
amendments  increase  the  basic  pilotage 
rates  by  an  average  of  approximately 
ten  percent  in  the  U.S.  Great  Lakes 
pilotage  system.  Reasonable  travel 
expenses  are  included  in  the 
cancellation  charge  if  a  pilot  has 
commenced  travel  to  that  assignment 
prior  to  the  cancellation  notice  received. 
In  addition,  if  a  pilot  is  available  for 
service  but  not  utilized  for  more  than 
one  hour  due  to  delay  or  cancellation, 
then  charges  are  made  for  the  entire 
period.  These  changes  are  made  in  order 
to  increase  the  revenue  received  by  the 
pilot  organizations  so  that  they  may 
cover  their  increased  operating  costs. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  1,  1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  John  J.  Hartke  (G-MVP-4),  Room 
1400,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Coast  Guard  Headquarter^,  2100  Second 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20593. 
(202)  755-8683. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

January  12, 1981,  the  Coast  Guard 
published  a  proposed  rule  (46  FR  2656) 
concerning  this  amendment.  Interested 
persons  were  given  until  February  26, 
1981.  to  submit  comments.  No  comments 
were  received  and  the  proposed  rule  is 
being  adopted  without  change. 

Effective  Date:  The  final  regulations 
establishing  the  rates  are  to  become 
effective  on  April  1, 1981.  This  date  was 
selected  after  consultation  with  the 
Canandian  Great  Lakes  Pilotage 
Authority,  Ltd.,  the  U.S.  and  Canadian 
pilots  associations,  and  representatives 
of  shippers,  and  corresponds  to  the 
approximate  opening  of  the  Great  Lakes 
shipping  season.  The  Canadian 
regulatory  process  has  been  completed 
and  the  rates  for  the  Canadian  pilots  on 


the  Great  Lakes  will  increase  on  April  1. 
A  failure  of  the  United  States  rate  to 
increase  by  an  equal  amount  will  lead  to 
two  rate  structures  on  the  same  bodies 
of  water.  The  initial  consultation 
process  was  developed  in  response  to 
similar  situations  which  lead  to 
difficulties  on  the  Lakes  and  a  source  of 
friction  among  all  the  parties  involved. 
Since  all  interested  parties  have  reached 
a  mutual  agreement  as  to  the  rate 
increase  and  a  failure  to  coordinate  the 
effective  dates  may  lead  to  unnecessary 
difficulties,  the  Coast  Guard  has 
determined  that  the  rule  must  be  made 
effective  as  scheduled.  For  these 
reasons,  the  Coast  Guard,  for  good 
cause,  finds  it  necessary  to  give  less 
than  thirty  days  notification  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  the  rule. 

Executive  Order  12291 :  The  rate 
increase  does  not  constitute  a  major  rule 
as  defined  by  Executive  Order  12291. 

The  estimated  annual  effect  of  the  rate 
increase  will  be  a  $700,000  increase  in 
the  fees  that  pilots  may  charge  for  their 
services.  The  Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Act 
requires  that  U.S.  registered  vessels  and 
foreign  vessels  use  pilots.  Very  few  U.S. 
registered  vessels  operate  on  the  Lakes. 
Most  U.S.  vessels  on  the  Great  Lakes 
are  enrolled  vessels  and  are  not 
required  to  use  registered  pilots.  The 
rate  increase  will  be  borne  primarily  by 
foreign  vessels.  It  is  estimated  that  the 
cost  of  the  rate  increase  will  be 
approximately  $0.000047  per  ton/mile, 
which  will  not  constitute  a  major 
increase  in  costs  or  prices  for  the 
shippers,  governmental  entities,  or 
geographical  regions.  The  rates  were 
established  after  consultation  with  the 
U.S.  and  Canadian  pilot  associations, 
representatives  of  the  shippers,  and  the 
Canadian  Great  Lakes  Pilotage 
Authority,  Ltd.  The  size  of  the  rate 
increase  is  such  that  it  will  have  no 
significant  adverse  effect  on 
competition,  employment,  investments, 
or  the  ability  of  U.S.  enterprises  to 
compete. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act:  The  Coast 
Guard  has  reviewed  this  regulation 
under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  and 
has  determined  that  it  does  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  small 
businesses,  small  governments  or  other 
small  orgainzations.  This  determination 
is  based  on  the  small  overall  and  per 


ton/mile  costs  created  by  the  regulation 
which  will  not  create  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  anyone.  The  small 
economic  impact  that  the  rule  does 
create  will  be  spread  widely  among 
carriers  and  shippers  so  that  none  will 
feel  any  significant  effect.  Consequently, 
the  Coast  Guard  has  not  prepared  a 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  rule  are:  John  J.  Hartke, 
Project  Manager,  Office  of  Merchant 
Marine  Safety,  and  LT  Michael  Tagg. 
Project  Attorney,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
401  of  Title  46  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  401.405  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  401.405  Basic  rates  and  charges  on 
designated  waters. 

Except  as  provided  under  §  401.420, 
the  following  basic  rates  shall  be 
payable  for  all  services  and  assignments 
performed  by  U.S.  Registered  Pilots  in 
the  areas  described  in  §  401.300. 

(a)  District  1: 

(1)  For  passage  through  the  District  or 
any  part  thereof,  $7.24  for  each  statute 
mile,  plus  $96  for  each  lock  transited, 
but  with  a  minimum  basic  rate  of  $211 
and  a  maximum  basic  rate  for  a  through 
trip  of  $927. 

(2)  For  a  moveage  in  any  harbor,  $318. 

(b)  District  2: 

(1)  Southeast  Shoal  to  Toledo  or  any 
point  on  Lake  Erie  west  of  Southeast 
Shoal,  $494. 

(2)  Between  points  on  Lake  Erie  west 
of  Southeast  Shoal,  $292. 

(3)  Southeast  Shoal  to  Port  Huron 
Change  Point  or  any  point  on  the  St. 
Clair  River  when  pilots  are  not  changed 
at  Detroit  Pilot  Boat,  $860. 

(4)  Southeast  Shoal  to  Detroit/ 
Windsor  or  any  point  on  the  Detroit 
River,  $494. 

(5)  Southeast  Shoal  to  Detroit  Pilot 
Boat,  $358. 

(6)  Toledo  or  any  point  on  Lake  Erie 
west  of  Southeast  Shoal  and  Port  Huron 
Change  Point,  when  pilots  are  not 
changed  at  Detroit' Pilot  Boat,  $996. 

(7)  Toledo  or  any  point  on  Lake  Erie 
west  of  Southeast  Shoal  and  Detroit/ 
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Windsor  or  any  point  on  the  Detroit 
River,  $641. 

(8)  Toledo  or  any  point  on  Lake  Erie 
west  of  Southeast  Shoal  and  the  Detroit 
Pilot  Boat,  $494. 

(9)  Detroit/Windsor  or  any  point  on 
the  Detroit  River  and  between  points  on 
the  Detroit  River,  $292. 

(10)  Detroit/Windsor  or  any  point  on 
the  Detroit  River  to  Port  Huron  Change 
Point  or  any  point  on  the  St.  Clair  River, 
$648. 

(11)  Detroit  Pilot  Boat  to  any  point  on 
the  St.  Clair  River,  $648. 

(12)  Detroit  Pilot  Boat  to  Port  Huron 
Change  Point,  $503. 

(13)  Between  points  on  the  St.  Clair 
River,  $292. 

(14)  Port  Huron  Change  Point  to  any 
point  on  the  St.  Clair  River,  $358. 

(c)  District  3: 

(1)  Between  the  southerly  limit  of  the 
District  and  the  northerly  limit  of  the 
District  or  the  Algoma  Steel  Corporation 
Wharf  at  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Ontario,  $844. 

(2)  Between  the  southerly  limit  of  the 
District  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Ontario  or 
any  point  in  Sault  St.  Marie,  Ontario 
other  than  the  Algoma  Steel  Corporation 
Wharf,  $708. 

(3)  Between  the  northerly  limit  of  the 
District  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Ontario, 
including  the  Algoma  Steel  Corporation 
Wharf,  or  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Michigan, 
$318. 

(4)  For  a  movage  in  any  harbor,  $318. 

2.  Section  401.410  (a)  is  revised  to  read 

as  follows: 

§  401.410  Basic  rates  and  charges  on 
undesignated  waters. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  under  §  401.420 
and  subject  to  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section,  the  basic  rates  for  each  6  hour 
period  or  part  thereof  that  a  U.S.  pilot  is 
on  board  in  the  undesignated  waters 
shall  be: 

(1)  In  Lake  Ontario,  $171 

(2)  In  Lake  Erie,  $211 

(3)  In  Lakes  Huron,  Michigan  and 
Superior,  $171 

plus  $162  for  each  time  a  U.S.  pilot 
performs  the  docking  or  undocking  of 
the  ship. 

(b)  When  in  direct  transit  of  the 
undesignated  waters  of  Lake  Erie 
between  Southeast  Shoal  and  Port 
Colborne,  or  between  Port  Colborne  and 
Southeast  Shoal,  and  the  vessel’s  master 
plans  to  use  an  appropriate  certificate  in 
lieu  of  a  pilot,  the  ship  shall  pick  up  or 
discharge  the  pilot  at  the  Cleveland  pilot 
boat.  No  charge  is  to  be  made  for  the 
transit  between  Southeast  Shoal  and  the 
Cleveland  pilot  boat  or  between  the 
Cleveland  pilot  boat  and  Southeast 
Shoal  unless  the  services  of  the  pilot  are 
utilized. 


3.  Section  401.420  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  401.420  Cancellation,  delay  or 
interruption  in  rendition  of  services. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  this 
paragraph,  whenever  the  passage  of  a 
ship  is  interrupted  and  the  services  of  a 
U.S.  pilot  are  retained  during  the  period 
of  the  interruption  or  when  a  U.S.  pilot  is 
detained  on  board  a  ship  after  the  end  of 
an  assignment  for  the  convenience  of 
the  ship,  the  ship  shall  pay  an  additional 
charge  calculated  on  a  basic  rate  of  $26 
for  each  hour  or  part  of  an  hour  during 
which  each  interruption  lasts  with  a 
maximum  basic  rate  of  $422  for  each 
continuous  24  hour  period  during  which 
the  interruption  continues.  There  is  no 
charge  for  an  interruption  caused  by  ice, 
weather,  or  traffic,  except  during  the 
period  beginning  the  1st  of  December 
and  ending  on  the  8th  of  the  following 
April.  No  charge  shall  be  made  for  an 
interruption  if  the  total  interruption  ends 
during  the  6  hour  period  for  which  a 
charge  has  been  made  under  §  401.410. 

(b)  When  the  departure  or  movage  of 
a  ship  for  which  a  U.S.  pilot  has  been 
ordered  is  delayed  for  the  convenience 
of  the  ship  for  more  than  one  hour  after 
the  U.S.  pilot  reports  for  duty  at  the 
designated  boarding  point  or  after  the 
time  for  which  the  pilot  is  ordered, 
whichever  is  later,  the  ship  shall  pay  an 
additional  charge  calculated  on  a  basic 
rate  of  $26  for  each  hour  or  part  of  an 
hour  inoluding  the  first  hour  of  the  delay, 
with  a  maximum  basic  rate  of  $422  fear 
each  continuous  24  hour  period  of  the 
delay. 

(c)  When  a  U.S.  pilot  reports  for  duty 
as  ordered  and  the  order  is  cancelled, 
the  ship  shall  pay: 

(1)  A  cancellation  charge  calculated 
on  a  basic  rate  of  $160; 

(2)  A  charge  for  reasonable  travel 
expenses  if  the  cancellation  occurs  after 
the  pilot  has  commenced  travel;  and 

(3)  If  the  cancellation  is  more  than  one 
hour  after  the  pilot  reports  for  duty  at 
the  designated  boarding  point  or  after 
the  time  for  which  the  pilot  is  ordered, 
whichever  is  later,  a  charge  calculated 
on  a  basic  rate  of  $26  for  each  hour  or 
part  of  an  hour  including  the  first  hour, 
with  a  maximum  basic  rate  of  $422  for 
each  24  hour  period. 

4.  Section  401.425  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  401.425  Provision  for  additional  pilot. 

The  Director,  Great  Lakes  Pilotage 
Staff,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  or  the  General 
Manager,  Great  Lakes  Pilotage 
Authority,  Ltd.,  Canada,  may  require  the 
assignment  of  two  pilots  to  a  ship  upon 
request  of  the  ship  or  when  in  his 
judgment,  because  of  anticipated  long 


transit,  uncommon  ship  size,  adverse 
weather  or  sea  conditions  or  other 
abnormal  circumstances,  the  assignment 
of  two  pilots  is  considered  necessary  for 
the  safe  navigation  of  the  ship.  The 
Director  or  General  Manager  shall  direct 
which  of  the  pilots  is  to  be  in  charge,  as 
circumstances  require.  The  charge  to  the 
ship  shall  be  twice  the  appropriate 
charge  provided  for  in  §  §  401.405, 

401.410,  and  401.420.  This  section  does 
not  apply  to  a  ship  in  a  direct  transit  of 
the  undesignated  waters  of  Lake  Erie 
between  Southeast  Shoal  and  Port 
Colborne  unless  the  ship  is  required  by 
law  to  have  a  registered  pilot  on  board 
in  these  waters. 

5.  Section  401.428  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  401.428  Basic  rates  and  charges  for 
carrying  a  U.S.  pilot  beyond  normal  change 
point 

If  a  U.S.  pilot  is  carried  beyond  his  or 
her  normal  change  point  or  is  unable  to 
board  at  the  normal  boarding  point  the 
pilot  shall  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  $162  per 
day  or  part  thereof,  plus  reasonable 
travel  expenses  to  or  from  the  pilot’s 
base.  These  charges  are  not  appliable  if 
the  ship  utilizes  the  services  of  the  pilot 
beyond  the  normal  change  point  and  the 
ship  is  billed  for  those  services.  The 
change  points  to  which  this  section 
applies  are  designated  in  §  401.490. 

(Sec.  5, 74  StaL  260  (46  U.S.C.  216c);  Sec. 
6(a)(4),  80  Stat.  937,  as  amended  (40  U.S.C. 
1655(a)(4);  49  CFR  1.46(a)) 

Dated:  March  23, 1981. 

Henry  H.  Bell, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Chief,  Office 
of  Merchant  Marine  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9244  Filed  3-2S-C1;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Parts  13  and  83 

[FCC  81-951 

Definition  of  Term  “Radio  Officer”; 
Clarification  of  Requirements  for 
Qualification  for  Six  Months’  Service 
Endorsement  for  Radio  Officers  on 
Ship  Board  in  the  Maritime  Services 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  requires  that  U.S. 
cargo  vessels  which  are  not  equipped 
with  a  radiotelegraph  auto  alarm  must 
carry,  for  safety  purposes,  at  least  two 
radio  officers.  However,  if  the  cargo 
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vessel  is  equipped  with  a  radiotelegraph 
auto  alarm,  it  may  carry  a  single  radio 
officer  who  has  had  at  least  six  months 
previous  service  as  a  radio  officer  in  a 
station  on  board  a  ship  or  ships  of  the 
United  States. 

The  Commission’s  Rules  provide  that 
an  endorsement  attesting  to  the  six 
months  service  may  be  placed  on  First 
and  Second  Class  Radiotelegraph 
Operator  Licenses;  however,  they  do  not 
clearly  define  the  requirements  which 
must  be  met  to  qualify  for  the 
endorsement. 

This  action  is  intended  to  define  the 
term  “Radio  Officer”  and  clearly 
delineate  the  requirements  to  qualify  for 
the  six  month  service  endorsement. 

date;  Effective  April  27, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Vernon  P.  Wilson,  Field  Operations 
Bureau.  (202)  632-7240. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Parts 
13  and  83  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to 
define  the  term  “Radio  Officer"  and 
clarify  the  requirements  for  qualification 
for  the  six  months’  service  endorsement 
for  radio  officers  on  ship  board  in  the 
maritime  services;  Order. 

Adopted:  March  11, 1981. 

Released:  March  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission:  Chairman  Ferris  not 
participating. 

Purpose 

1.  Section  13.94  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  provides  that  an  endorsement 
attesting  to  at  least  six  months 
satisfactory  service  may  be  placed  upon 
the  First  or  Second  Class  Radiotelegraph 
Operator  License  of  a  “qualified 
operator”.  Applicants  for  the  six 
months’  service  endorsement  have 
complained  that  the  Commission’s 
Rules,  as  presently  written,  do  not 
clearly  state  the  requirements  which 
must  be  met.  The  amendments  to  Parts 
13  and  83  of  the  Rules  are  intended  to 
define  the  term  “Radio  Officer"  and 
clearly  delineate  the  requirements  which 
must  be  met  to  qualify  for  the  six 
months'  service  endorsement  in 
conformance  with  the  Communications 
Act  and  the  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea 
Convention  (SOLAS),  to  which  the 
United  States  is  signatory. 

Background 

2.  On  August  13, 1965,  Congress 
adopted  Public  Law  89-121  (79  Stat.  511) 
which  amended  the  Communications 
Act  to  conform  to  the  1960  Convention 


for  the  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea  (SOLAS). 1 
Among  the  Communications  Act 
changes  effected  was  a  newly  defined 
term  “radio  offiqer"  to  replace  the  term 
“qualified  operator"  as  required  on 
board  United  States  cargo  ships 
equipped  with  radiotelegraph  stations 
and  subject  to  part  II  of  title  III  of  the 
Communications  Act. 

3.  Specifically,  Public  Law  89-121 
replaced  the  term  “qualified  operator” 
as  found  in  prior  Section  3(y)(2)  of  the 
Communications  Act,  with  the  term 
"radio  officer,”  as  found  in  present 
Section  3(z)(l)  of  the  Communications 
Act,  and  defined  “radio  officer”  as 
follows: 

“Radio  officer”  on  a  ship  of  the  United 
States  means,  for  the  purpose  of  part  II  of 
title  III  of  this  Act,  a  person  holding  at  least  a 
first  or  second  class  radiotelegraph  operator’s 
license  as  prescribed  and  issued  by  the 
Commission.  When  such  person  is  employed 
to  operate  a  radiotelegraph  station  aboard  a 
ship  of  the  United  States,  he  is  also  required 
to  be  licensed  as  a  radio  officer  in 
accordance  with  the  Act  of  May  12. 1948  (46 
U.S.C.  229  a-h).* 

The  United  States  Coast  Guard  is  the 
administering  authority  responsible  for 
licensing  radiotelegraph  operators  as 
radio  officers  employed  on  ships  of  the 
United  States.3  Therefore,  a  “radio 
officer”  is  defined  by  the 
Communications  Act  as  a  person 
holding  a  first  or  second  class 
radiotelegraph  operator  license  issued 
by  the  Commission  and  also  holding  a 
license  as  a  radio  officer  issued  by  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard  pursuant  to 
46  U.S.C.  229  a-h. 

4.  Public  Law  89-121  also  replaced  the 
term  “qualified  operator",  as  used 
throughout  part  II  of  title  III  of  the 
Communications  Act,  with  the  newly 
defined  term  of  "radio  officer”.  As  one 
of  the  provisions  so  amended,  Section 
353  of  the  Communications  Act  requires 
that  cargo  ships  of  the  United  States 
which  are  not  equipped  with  a 


1  Effective  May  25, 1980.  the  1974  International 
Convention  for  the  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea  came  into 
force  replacing  and  abrogating  the  previous  SOLAS 
Convention  of  1960.  See  note  2.  supra. 

-  Regulation  2(e)  of  Chapter  IV  of  the  1974 
International  Convention  for  the  Safety  of  Life  at 
Sea  (SOIAS)  defines  “radio  officer”  as  a  person 
holding  at  least  a  First  or  second  class 
radiotelegraph  operator's  certificate,  or  a 
radiocommunication  operator’s  general  certificate. 
To  date,  the  Commission  has  not  implemented  the 
issuance  of  a  radiocommunication  operator's 
general  certificate.  Moreover.  Article  VI(d)  of  the 
SOLAS  Convention  appears  to  permit  the  retention 
of  domestic  legislative  requirements  more  stringent 
thun  that  of  SOLAS.  Therefore,  we  do  not  regard  the 
definition  of  “radio  officer"  in  the  Communications 
Act  to  be  inconsistent  with  that  of  the  1974  SOLAS 
Regulations. 

3  46  U.S.C.  229  a-h;  S.  Rep.  No.  1045,  80th  Cong., 

2d  Sess,  reprinted  in  (1948)U.S.  Code  Cong,  and  Ad. 
News  1522-37:  46  CFR  10.13-1  through  10.13-33. 


radiotelegraph  auto  alarm  must  carry, 
for  safety  purposes,  at  least  two  radio 
officers.  However,  if  the  cargo  ship  is 
equipped  with  a  radiotelegraph  auto 
alarm,  it  may  carry  a  single  radio  officer 
who  has  had  at  least  six  months’ 
previous  service  as  a  radio  officer  in  a 
station  on  board  a  ship  or  ships  of  the 
United  States. 

5.  The  amendments  of  Section  353  and 
3(z)(l)  of  the  Communications  Act  by 
Public  Law  89-121  provide  that  the  six 
months’  service  requirement  as  a  radio 
officer  under  Section  353  can  be  met 
only  if  the  six  months’  experience  was 
obtained  on  board  a  ship  or  ships  of  the 
United  States,  while  holding  a  first-  or 
second-class  radiotelegraph  license 
issued  by  the  Commission  and  a  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  radio  officer  license. 

Amendments 

6.  Present  §  83.152  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  defines  “radio 
officer”  on  a  ship  of  the  United  States  as 
a  person  holding  at  least  a  first-  or 
second-class  radiotelegraph  license,  as 
prescribed  and  issued  by  the 
Commission.  This  definition  does  not 
presently  reference  the  necessity  of 
holding  a  U.S.  Coast  Guard  radio  officer 
license.  Therefore,  we  are  amending 

§  83.152(b)  of  the  Rules  to  define  a 
“radio  officer"  as  a  person  who,  in 
addition  to  holding  a  first-  or  second- 
class  radiotelegraph  license,  is 
employed  aboard  ship  to  operate  a 
radiotelegraph  station  in  compliance 
with  part  II  of  title  III  of  the 
Communications  Act  and  who  is  also 
licensed  as  a  radio  officer  by  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard. 

7.  As  discussed  supra.  Section  353(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  requires  that 
the  holder  of  a  first  or  second  class 
radiotelegraph  operator  license  must 
have  had  at  least  six  months’  previous 
service  in  the  aggregate  as  a  radio 
officer  in  a  station  on  board  a  ship  of  the 
United  States  in  order  to  be  employed  as 
the  sole  radio  officer  aboard  a  U.S. 
cargo  ship  equipped  with  a 
radiotelegraph  auto  alarm.  In  view  of 
this  provision  and  the  definition  of  radio 
officer  imposed  by  Section  3(z)(l)  of  the 
Act,  we  are  delineating  clearly  the 
requirements  which  must  be  met  to 
qualify  for  the  six  month  service 
endorsement  presently  provided  by 

§  13.94  of  the  Commission’s  Rules.  We 
are  deleting  §§  13.91, 13.92, 13.93, 4  and 
13.94  and  substituting  a  new  §  13.12(b) 
to  specify  that  applicants  seeking 


’Sections  13.91, 13.92,  and  13.93  pertain  to  the 
renewal  service  requirements  which  were 
eliminated  in  the  Third  Report  and  Order  in  Docket 
20817.  FCC  80-416,  79  FCC  2d  281.  (adopted  July  17. 
1980). 
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Commission  endorsement  must  submit 
proof  of  having  obtained  at  least  six 
months'  satisfactory  service  as  a  radio 
officer  under  all  of  the  following 
conditions:5 

(a)  On  board  a  ship  or  ships  of  the 
United  States  equipped  with  a 
radiotelegraph  station  in  compliance 
with  part  II  of  title  III  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended: 

(b)  Under  the  authority  of  a  first  or 
second  class  radiotelegraph  operator 
license  prescribed  and  issued  by  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission; 
and 

(c)  While  licensed  as  a  radio  officer 
by  the  U,S.  Coast  Guard  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  May  12, 1948  (46  U.S.C. 
229  a-h). 

8.  The  Commission’s  Rules  specify  the 
six  months  service  endorsement  for  sole 
radio  operators  aboard  cargo  ships 
subject  to  part  II  of  title  III  of  the 
Communications  Act  and  for  cargo  ships 
subject  to  SOLAS  only,®  however,  the 
term  “qualified  radiotelegraph  operator" 
is  presently  referenced  in  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  rather  than  the 
more  appropriate  term  of  “radio  officer." 
Therefore,  we  are  amending 

§§  13.61(a)(3),  13.61(b)(4),  83.155(b), 
83.155(c),  83.156(a)(l)(i),  83.15G(a)(l)(ii). 
and  83.156(a)(2)(i)  to  substitute  the  term 
“radio  officer”  for  the  term  “qualified 
radiotelegraph  operator." 

9.  Authority  for  these  amendments 
appears  in  Sections  4(i)  and  303  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended.  Because  the  amendments 
adopted  herein  are  editorial  in  nature, 
the  prior  notice  and  public  procedure 
provisions  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  are  not 
applicable.  Accordingly,  IT  IS 
ORDERED  that,  effective  April  27, 1981, 
Parts  13  and  83  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  ARE  AMENDED  as  set  forth  in  the 
attached  Appendix. 


r,The  Commission  recognizes  that  persons  whose 
radiotelegraph  experience  has  been  limited  to  U.S. 
Government  vessels  cannot  meet  these 
requirements  as  these  vessels  are  not  subject  to  the 
Act  or  the  SOLAS  Convention.  However,  in 
December.  1979.  the  Commission  recommended 
deletion  of  Section  353  of  the  Communications  Act 
in  its  Report  to  Congress:  A  Study  of  Maritime 
Public  Coast  Station  Operations.  Services  and 
Industry.  Deletion  of  Section  353  would  eliminate 
the  statutory  requirement  of  six  months  prior 
service  as  a  “radio  officer"  and  wuuld  allow  the 
Commission  greater  flexibility  in  determining  radio 
operator  requirements  for  ship  radio 
communications.  Report  to  Congress,  supra  at  21- 
27. 

*  There  are  currently  fewer  than  10  United  States 
ships  which  are  subject  to  SOLAS  only;  however, 
each  of  these  ships  is,  as  a  practical  matter,  also  m 
compliance  with  part  II  of  title  Ill  of  the 
Communications  Act  insofar  as  their  radio  officers 
arc  concerned. 


10.  For  information  on  this  matter 
contact  Vernon  P.  Wilson.  Regional 
Services  Division.  FCC,  Washington. 

D.C.  (202)  632-7240. 

(Secs.  4.  303,  307.  48  Stat..  as  amended.  1066. 
1082.  1083,  47  U.S.C.  154.  303.  307) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

William  ].  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

Parts  13  and  83  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  are 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  13— COMMERCIAL  RADIO 
OPERATORS 

(1)  Section  13.12  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§13.12  Special  provisions. 

(a)  Radiotelegraph  first  class  operator 
license. 

(1)  Applicant  must  be  at  least  21  years 
old. 

(2)  Applicant  must  have  one  year  of 
experience  in  sending  and  receiving 
public  correspondence  by 
radiotelegraph.  The  experience  may  be 
obtained  at  ship  stations,  coast  stations, 
or  both. 

(b)  Six  months  service  endorsement. 

(1)  An  endorsement  may  be  placed  on 
a  first  or  second  class  radiotelegraph 
operator  license  attesting  that  the  holder 
has  had  at  least  six  months  satisfactory 
service  in  the  aggregate  as  a  radio 
officer  in  a  station  on  board  a  ship  or 
ships  of  the  United  States. 

(2)  To  qualify  for  the  six  month 
service  endorsement,  the  applicant  must 
submit  proof  that  the  service  was 
obtained  under  the  following  conditions: 

(i)  On  board  a  ship  or  ships  of  the 
United  States  equipped  with  a 
radiotelegraph  station  in  compliance 
with  part  II  of  title  III  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended; 

(ii)  Under  the  authority  of  a  first  or 
second  class  radiotelegraph  operator 
license  prescribed  and  issued  by  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission: 
and 

(iii)  While  licensed  as  a  radio  officer 
by  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  May  12. 1948  (46  U.S.C. 
a-h). 

(3)  In  the  event  documentary  evidence 
cannot  be  produced,  a  statement  under 
oath  embodying  the  following 
information  may  be  submitted: 

(i)  Names  of  ships  on  which 
employed. 

(ii)  Call  letters  of  stations. 

(iii)  Types  of  emission  employed. 

(iv)  Whether  radiotelegraph  operation 
employed. 


(v)  Whether  service  was  satisfactory 
or  unsatisfactory. 

(vi)  Period  of  employment. 

(vii)  Name  of  master,  employer, 
licensee,  or  his  duly  authorized  agent. 

(2)  Section  13.61  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a)(3)  and  (b)(4)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  13.61  Operating  authority. 

(a) *  *  * 

(3)  On  a  cargo  vessel  (other  than  a 
vessel  operated  exclusively  on  the  Great 
Lakes)  required  by  treaty  or  statute  to 
be  equipped  with  a  radiotelegraph 
installation,  the  holder  of  this  class  of 
license  may  not  act  as  chief  or  sole 
operator  without  having  had  at  least  six 
months’  satisfactory  service  in  the 
aggregate  as  a  radio  officer  in  a  station 
on  board  a  ship  or  ships  of  the  United 
States. 

(b)  *  *  * 

(4)  On  a  vessel  (other  than  a  vessel 
operated  exclusively  on  the  Great 
Lakes)  required  by  treaty  or  statute  to 
be  equipped  with  a  radiotelegraph 
installation,  the  holder  of  this  class  of  * 
license  may  not  act  as  chief  or  sole 
operator  without  having  had  at  least  six 
months’  satisfactory  service  in  the 
aggregate  as  a  radio  officer  in  a  station 
on  board  a  ship  or  ships  of  the  United 
States. 


§§  13.91, 13.92, 13.93,  and  13.94 
[Removed] 

(3)  Sections  13.91, 13.92, 13.93,  and 
13.94  are  removed. 

PART  83— STATIONS  ON  SHIPBOARD 
IN  THE  MARITIME  SERVICES 

(1)  In  §  83.152,  paragraph  (b)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§13.152  Operator  required. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(b)  As  used  in  this  subpart,  “radio 
officer"  on  board  a  ship  of  the  United 
States  means  a  person  holding  at  least  a 
first  or  second  class  radiotelegraph 
operator  license  as  prescribed  and 
issued  by  the  Commission  who  is 
employed  to  operate  the  radiotelegraph 
station  in  compliance  with  part  II  of  title 
III  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended.  Such  person  is  also 
required  to  be  licensed  as  a  “radio 
officer”  by  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  in 
accordance  with  the  Act  of  May  12. 1948 
(46  U.S.G  229  a-h). 
***** 

(2)  In  §  83.155,  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 
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§  83.155  Operator(s)  required  by  title  III  of 
Communications  Act  of  1934. 

***** 

(b)  Each  cargo  ship  of  the  United 
States  which  in  accordance  with  part  II 
of  title  III  of  the  Communications  Act  is 
equipped  with  a  radiotelegraph  station, 
which  is  not  fitted  with  a  radiotelegraph 
auto  alarm  in  proper  operating 
condition,  shall  for  safety  purposes 
carry  at  least  two  radio  officers,  each  of 
whom  shall  hold  a  radiotelegraph  first 
or  second  class  operator  license  or  a 
temporary  limited  radiotelegraph 
operator  license;  Provided,  That  the 
holder  of  a  radiotelegraph  first  or 
second  class  operator  license  or  a 
temporary  limited  radiotelegraph 
operator  license  may  not  act  as  chief 
radio  officer  without  having  had  at  least 
six  months’  satisfactory  service  in  the 
aggregate  as  a  radio  officer  in  a  station 
on  board  a  ship  or  ships  of  the  United 
States. 

(c)  Each  cargo  ship  of  the  United 
States  which  in  accordance  with  part  II 
or  title  III  of  the  Communications  Act  is 
equipped  with  a  radiotelegraph  station, 
which  is  fitted  with  a  radiotelegraph 
auto  alarm  in  proper  operating 
condition,  shall  for  safety  purposes 
carry  at  least  one  radio  officer  holding  a 
radiotelegraph  first  or  second  class 
operator  license  or  a  temporary  limited 
radiotelegraph  operator  license,  who  has 
had  at  least  six  months’  satisfactory 
service  in  the  aggregate  as  a  radio 
officer  in  a  station  on  board  a  ship  or 
ships  of  the  United  States. 
***** 

(3)  Section  83.156  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a)(l)(i),  (a)(l)(ii), 
and  (a)(2)(i)  to  read  as  follows: 

§83.156  Operator(s)  required  by  the 
Safety  Convention. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  *  *  * 

(i)  Each  cargo  ship,  and  each 
passenger  ship  carrying  or  certificated 
to  carry  250  passengers  or  less,  or  more 
than  250  passengers  but  engaged  on  a 
voyage  of  less  than  16  hours  duration 
between  two  consecutive  ports,  shall 
carry  at  least  one  radio  officer  holding  a 
radiotelegraph  first  or  second  class 
operator  license  or  a  temporary  limited 
radiotelegraph  operator  license;  who  has 
had  at  least  six  months’  satisfactory 
service  in  the  aggregate  as  a  radio 
officer  in  a  station  on  board  a  ship  or 
ships  of  the  United  States. 

(ii)  Each  passenger  ship  carrying  or 
certificated  to  carry  more  than  250 
passengers  and  engaged  on  a  voyage 
exceeding  16  hours  duration  between 
two  consecutive  ports,  shall  carry  at 
least  two  radio  officers,  each  of  whom 
shall  hold  a  radiotelegraph  first  or 


second  class  operator  license  or  a 
temporary  limited  radiotelegraph 
operator  license;  Provided,  That  the 
holder  of  a  radiotelegraph  second  class 
operator  license  or  a  temporary  limited 
radiotelegraph  operator  license  may  not 
act  as  chief  radio  officer  without  having 
had  at  least  six  months’  satisfactory 
service  in  the  aggregate  as  a  radio 
officer  in  a  station  on  board  a  ship  or 
ships  of  the  United  States. 

(2)*  *  * 

(i)  Each  cargo  ship  shall  carry  at  least 
two  radio  officers,  each  of  whom  shall 
hold  a  radiotelegraph  first  or  second 
class  operator  license  or  a  temporary 
limited  radiotelegraph  operator  license; 
Provided,  That  the  holder  of  a 
radiotelegraph  first  or  second  class 
operator  license  or  a  temporary  limited 
radiotelegraph  operator  license  may  not 
act  as  chief  radio  officer  until  he  has 
had  at  least  six  months’  satisfactory 
service  in  the  aggregate  as  a  radio 
officer  in  a  station  on  board  a  ship  or 
ships  of  the  United  States. 
***** 

(FR  Doc.  81-9206  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 

47  CFR  Part  25 

[Docket  No.  19770] 

Communications  Satellite  Corp.; 
issuance  of  Securities,  Borrowing  of 
Money,  Assumption  of  Obligations 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

action:  Termination  of  Docket  No. 

19770. _ 

summary:  This  Order  terminates  Docket 
No.  19770  as  mooted  by  Docket  No.  80- 
634.  Docket  No.  19770  is  a  rulemaking 
proceeding  limited  to  considering 
whether  Part  25  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations  should  be 
amended  to  add  a  subpart  intended  to 
assist  the  Commission  in  fulfilling  its 
duties  under  section  201(c)(8)  of 
Communications  Satellite  Act  of  1962. 
The  issues  raised  in  Docket  No.  19770 
have  become  encompassed  in  the 
broader  proceeding  initiated  by  the 
Commission  as  Docket  No.  80-634. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
James  L.  Ball,  International  Facilities 
Planning  Division,  Common  Carrier 
Bureau,  Federal  Communications 
Division,  Washington,  D.C.  20554,  (202) 
632-3214. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Adopted:  March  10, 1981. 

Released:  March  13, 1981. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part  25 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and 


Regulations  with  respect  to  Commission 
authorization  of  the  issuance  of 
securities,  borrowing  of  money,  or 
assumption  of  obligations  in  respect  of 
the  securities  of  another  person  by  the 
Communications  Satellite  Corporation; 
order. 

1.  On  June  18, 1973,  the  Commission 
released  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  (June  21, 1973;  38  FR  16245) 
in  the  above-captioned  proceeding  to 
amend  Part  25  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  by  adding  a  subpart  to 
assist  the  Commission  in  fulfilling  its 
duties  under  section  201(c)(8)  of  the 
Communications  Satellite  Act  of  1962,  as 
amended,  47  U.S.C.  701  (1962).  Section 
201(c)(8)  requires  the  Commission  to 
approve  or  disapprove  the  issuance  of 
capital  stock,  borrowing  of  money,  or 
assumption  of  obligations  in  respect  to 
the  securities  of  another  person  by  the 
Communications  Satellite  Corporation. 
The  proposed  rules  are  designed  to  (1) 
insure  that  the  Commission  obtains  the 
information  necessary  to  determine 
whether  the  statutory  public  interest 
standards  contained  in  section  201(c)(8) 
are  met,  and  (2)  set  forth  the  procedures 
that  Comsat  must  follow  in  meeting 
these  standards. 

2.  The  issues  raised  by  the 
Commission’s  Notice  in  this  proceeding 
have  been  encompassed  in  a  broader 
rulemaking  proceeding  recently  initiated 
by  the  Commission  as  Docket  No.  80- 
634  (45  FR  71628).  Communications 
Satellite  Corporation,  81  FCC  2d  287 
(1980).  The  purpose  of  Docket  No.  80-634 
is  to  consider  tentative  proposals  that 
the  Commission  made  in  its  Comsat 
Study  for  changes  in  Comsat’s  corporate 
structure  and  operations.  See 
Communications  Satellite  Corporation, 
77  FCC  2d  564  (1980).  The  Commission  is 
considering  a  variety  of  issues  arising 
out  of  Comsat’s  diversification  into  non- 
INTELSAT  activities.  One  such  issue  is 
whether  the  opportunities  created  for 
unfair  cross-subsidization  and  the 
financial  risks  that  may  be  associated 
with  new  activities  require  imposition  of 
restrictions  on  the  support  Comsat  can 
give  to  the  competitive  ventures  of  its 
subsidiaries.  This  issue  effectively 
encompasses  the  question  of  how  the 
Commission  will  fulfill  its  section 
201(c)(8)  duties  should  this  provision 
come  into  play.  In  view  of  this,  we 
regard  the  Commission’s  earlier  Notice 
in  the  above-captioned  proceeding  as 
moot. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That 
pursuant  to  §  §  0.91  and  0.291  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations,  47 
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CFR  0.91,  0.291,  Docket  No.  19770  is 
terminated. 

Joseph  A.  Marino, 

Acting  Chief.  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc  81-9250  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  iml 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

49  CFR  Part  531 

(Docket  No.  LVM  77-07;  Notice  51 

Passenger  Automobile  Average  Fuel 
Economy  Standards;  Exemption  from 
Average  Fuel  Economy  Standards 

agency:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  Department  of 
Transportation. 
action:  Final  decision  to  grant 
exemption  from  fuel  economy  standards 
and  to  establish  alternative  standards. 

summary:  This  notice  exempts  Officine 
Alfieri  Maserati,  S.p.A.  (Maserati)  from 
the  generally  applicable  average  fuel 
economy  standards  of  19.0  miles  per 
gallon  (mpg)  and  20.0  mpg  for  1979  and 
1980  model  year  passenger  automobiles, 
respectively,  and  establishes  alternative 
standards  for  Maserati.  The  alternative 
standards  are  12.5  mpg  in  the  1979 
model  year  and  9.5  mpg  in  the  1980 
model  year. 

DATES:  The  exemptions  and  alternative 
standards  set  forth  in  this  notice  apply 
in  the  1979  and  1980  model  years. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  Mercure,  Office  of  Automotive 
Fuel  Economy  Standards,  National 
1  lighway  Traffic  Safety  Administration. 
400  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590  (202-755-9384). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration  (NHTSA)  is  exempting 
Maserati  from  the  generally  applicable 
average  fuel  economy  standards  for  the 
1979  and  1980  model  years  and 
establishing  alternative  standards 
applicable  to  that  company  in  those 
model  years.  This  exemption  is  issued 
under  the  authority  of  section  502(c)  of 
the  Motor  Vehicle  Information  and- Cost 
Savings  Act,  as  amended  (the  Act)  (15 
U.S.C.  2002(c)).  Section  502(c)  provides 
that  a  manufacturer  of  fewer  than  10,000 
vehicles  annually  may  be  exempted 
from  the  generally  applicable  average 
fuel  economy  standard  for  a  particular 
model  year  if  that  standard  is  greater 
than  the  low  volume  manufacturer’s 


maxmimum  feasible  average  fuel 
economy  and  if  the  NHTSA  establishes 
an  alternative  standard  applicable  to 
that  manufacturer  at  the  level  of  the  low 
volume  manufacturer’s  maximum 
feasible  average  fuel  economy.  In 
determining  the  manufacturer’s 
maximum  feasible  average  fuel 
economy,  section  502(e)  of  the  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  2002(e))  requires  NHTSA  to 
consider: 

(1)  Technological  feasibility: 

(2)  Economic  practicability: 

(3)  The  effect  of  other  Federal  motor 
vehicle  standards  on  fuel  economy;  and 

(4)  The  need  of  the  Nation  to  conserve 
energy. 

This  final  rule  was  preceded  by  a 
notice  announcing  the  NHTSA’s 
proposed  decision  to  grant  exemptions 
to  Maserati  for  the  1979  and  1980  model 
years  (45  FR  84103,  December  22, 1980). 
No  comments  were  received  on  the 
proposed  decision. 

Based  on  the  conclusions  that  it  was 
not  technologically  feasible  and 
economically  practicable  for  Maserati  to 
improve  the  fuel  economy  of  its  1979  and 
1980  model  year  passenger  automobiles 
above  an  average  of  12.5  mpg  and  9.5 
mpg,  respectively,  that  other  Federal 
automobile  standards  did  not  affect 
achievable  fuel  economy  beyond  the 
extent  considered  in  this  analysis,  and 
that  the  national  effort  to  conserve 
energy  will  be  negligibly  affected  by  the 
granting  of  the  requested  exemptions 
and  establishment  of  alternative 
standards,  this  agency  concludes  that 
the  maximum  feasible  average  fuel 
economy  for  Maserati  in  the  1979  and 
1980  model  years  is  12.5  and  9.5  mpg, 
respectively.  Therefore,  NHTSA  is 
exempting  Maserati  from  the  generally 
applicable  standards  and  is  establishing 
alternative  standards  of  12.5  mpg  for  the 
1979  model  year  and  9.5  mpg  for  the  1980 
model  year. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 

§  531.5(b)(7)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

531— PASSENGER  AUTOMOBILE 
AVERAGE  FUEL  ECONOMY 
STANDARDS 

§  531.5  Fuel  economy  standards. 

***** 

(b)  The  following  manufacturers  shall 
comply  with  the  standards  indicated 
below  for  the  specified  model  years: 
***** 

(7)  Officine  Alfieri  Maserati,  S.p.A. 


Average 

fuel 

Model  year  economy 

standard 
(MPG) 


1978  . . .  1Z5 

1979  _ _  12.5 

1980  . . - _ _  9.5 


Authority:  Sec.  9.  Pub.  L  89-670,  80  Slat. 
931  {49  U.S.C  1657):  sec.  301,  Pub.  L  94-163. 
89  Stat.  901  (15  U.S.C.  2002);  delegation  of 
authority  at  49  CFR  1.50. 

Issued  on  March  18. 1981. 

Diane  Steed, 

Acting  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9219  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am| 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1033 

(Revised  Service  Order  No.  1492] 

Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Company  Authorized 
To  Use  Tracks  and/or  Facilities  of 
Chicago,  Milwaukee,  SL  Paul  and 
Pacific  Railroad  Company,  Debtor 
(Richard  B.  Ogilvie,  Trustee) 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Revised  Service  Order  No.  1492. 

summary:  Revised  Service  Order  No. 
1492.  authorizes  Chicago  and  North 
Western  Transportation  Company  to 
use  tracks  and/or  facilities  of  Chicago, 
Milwuakee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  Debtor  (Richard  B.  Ogilvie, 
Trustee).  The  provisions  of  this  order 
are  to  permit  the  involved  carriers  and 
shippers  to  undertake  negotiations  for 
acquisition  of  the  involved  lines,  and  to 
establish  a  date  certain  beyond  which 
this  order  will  not  be  extended  unless 
applied  for  jointly  by  the  Milwaukee 
and  North  Western. 
effective:  11:59  p.m.,  March  3a  1981, 
and  continuing  in  effect  until  11:59  p.m., 
April  30, 1981,  unless  modified,  amended 
or  vacated  by  order  of  this  Commission. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

M.  F.  Clemens,  Jr.,  (202)  275-784a 
Decided  March  20. 1981. 

Pursuant  to  Section  122  of  the  Rock 
Island  Transition  and  Employee 
Assistance  Act,  Pub.  L.  96-254,  the 
Commission  is  authorizing  the  Chicago 
and  North  Western  Transportation 
Company  (CNW)  to  provide  interim 
service  over  Chicago,  Milwaukee.  St. 
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Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad  Company, 
Debtor  (Richard  B.  Ogilvie,  Trustee) 
(MILW)  and  to  use  such  tracks  and 
facilities  as  are  necessary  for  that 
operation. 

In  a  special  conference  held  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  13, 1981,  the 
Railroad  Service  Board  (RSB) 
recognized  complaints  of  the  MILW  with 
respect  to  the  length  of  time  interim 
operations  had  been  conducted  by  CNW 
without  compensation  to  the  Trustee; 
the  urgeny  for  MILW  to  liquidate  the 
lines  in  question,  preferably  for 
continued  rail  service;  and  the  MILW’s 
need  for  salvaged  rail  in  other  parts  of 
its  system.  The  RSB  agreed  that 
sufficient  time  has  passed  for 
negotiation  of  compensation  to  the 
MILW  trustee,  and  for  acquisition  of  the 
subject  lines.  Therefore,  the  RSB  intends 
to  establish  a  date  certain  beyond  which 
the  authority  contained  in  this  order  will 
not  be  extended  unless  applied  for 
jointly  by  the  CNW  and  MILW. 

The  RSB  intends  that  this  order 
should  be  served  as  notice  to  certain 
interested  shippers  (list  compiled  by 
CNW  and  MILW)  located  on  the 
affected  lines,  in  order  to  provide  notice 
concerning  this  matter. 

Shippers  interested  in  supporting  the 
acquisition  of  the  lines,  described  in 
Appendix  A  to  this  order,  for  continued 
rail  operations  should  communicate  that 
interest  directly  to  the  CNW  and  MILW 
as  time  is  of  the  essence. 

At  this  time,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the 
Commission  that  an  emergency  exists 
requiring  that  the  CNW  be  authorized  to 
conduct  operations,  identified  in  the 
appendix,  using  MILW  tracks  and/or 
facilities;  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  are  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest;  and  that 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this  order 
effective  upon  less  than  thirty  days’ 
notice. 

It  is  ordered, 

§  1033.1492  Service  Order  No.  1492. 

(a)  Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Company  authorized  to 
use  tracks  and/or  facilities  of  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  Debtor  (Richard  B. 
Ogilvie,  Trustee).  Chicago  and  North 
Western  Transportation  Company 
(CNW)  is  authorized  to  use  tracks  and/ 
or  facilities  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee, 
St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
(MILW),  as  listed  in  Appendix  A  to  this 
order,  to  provide  interim  service  over 
the  MILW,  subject  to  the  condition  that 
this  order  may  not  be  extended  beyond 
its  stated  expiration  date  unless 


petitioned  for  jointly  by  CNW  and 
MILW. 

(b)  The  Trustee  shall  permit  the  CNW 
to  enter  upon  the  property  of  the  MILW 
to  conduct  service  essential  to  these 
interim  operations. 

(c)  The  Trustee  will  be  compensated 
on  terms  established  between  the 
Trustee  and  the  affected  carrier(s);  or 
upon  failure  of  the  parties  to  agree  as 
hereafter  fixed  by  the  Commission  in 
accordance  with  pertinent  authority 
conferred  upon  it  by  Section  122(a), 

Pub.  L.  96-254. 

(d)  The  interim  operator,  authorized  in 
Appendix  A  to  this  order,  shall,  within 
fifteen  (15)  days  of  its  effective  date, 
notify  the  Railroad  Service  Board  of  the 
date  on  which  interim  operations  were 
commenced  or  the  expected 
commencement  date  of  those 
operations. 

(e)  The  interim  operator,  authorized  in 
Appendix  A  to  this  order,  shall,  within 
thirty  days  of  commencing  operations 
under  authority  of  this  order,  notify  the 
MILW  Trustee  of  those  facilities  they 
believe  are  necessary  or  reasonably 
related  to  the  authorized  operations. 

(f)  During  the  period  of  this  operation 
over  the  MILW  lines,  the  interim 
operator  shall  be  responsible  for 
preserving  the  value  of  the  lines, 
associated  with  this  interim  operation, 
to  the  MILW  estate,  and  for  performing 
necessary  maintenance  to  avoid  undue 
deterioration  of  lines  and  associated 
facilities. 

(g)  Any  operational  or  other  difficulty 
associated  with  the  authorized 
operations  shall  be  resolved  through 
agreement  between  the  affected  parties 
or,  failing  agreement,  by  the 
Commission’s  Railroad  Service  Board. 

(h)  Any  rehabilitation,  operational,  or 
other  costs  related  to  the  authorized 
operations  shall  be  the  sole 
responsibility  of  the  interim  operator 
incurring  the  costs,  and  shall  not  in  any 
way  be  deemed  a  liability  of  the  United 
States  Government. 

(i)  Application.  The  provisions  of  this 
order  shall  apply  to  intrastate,  interstate 
and  foreign  traffic. 

(j)  Rate  applicable.  Inasmuch  as  this 
operation  by  an  interim  operator  over 
tracks  previously  operated  by  the  MILW 
is  deemed  to  be  due  to  carrier's 
disability,  the  rates  applicable  to  traffic 
moved  over  these  lines  shall  be  the  rates 
applicable  to  traffic  routed  to,  from,  or 
via  these  lines  which  were  formerly  in 
effect  on  such  traffic  when  routed  via 
MILW,  until  tariffs  naming  rates  and 
routes  specifically  applicable  become 
effective. 


(k)  In  transporting  traffic  over  these 
lines,  the  interm  operator  involved  shall 
proceed  even  though  no  contracts, 
agreements,  or  arrangements  now  exist 
between  them  with  reference  to  the 
divisions  of  the  rates  of  transportation 
applicable  to  that  traffic.  Divisions  shall 
be,  during  the  time  this  order  remains  in 
force,  those  voluntarily  agreed  upon  by 
and  between  the  carriers;  or  upon 
failure  of  the  carriers  to  so  agree,  the 
division  shall  be  those  hereafter  fixed 
by  the  Commission  in  accordance  with 
pertinent  authority  conferred  upon  it  by 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(l)  Employees — In  providing  service 
under  this  order  the  interim  operator,  to 
the  maximum  extent  practicable,  shall 
use  the  employees  who  normally  would 
have  performed  work  in  connection  with 
the  traffic  moving  over  the  lines  subject 
to  this  Service  Order. 

(m)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  March  30, 
1981. 

(n)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m., 

April  30, 1981,  unless  otherwise 
modified,  amended,  or  vacated  by  order 
of  this  Commission. 

(49  U.S.C.  10304-10305  and  Section  122, 

Pub.  L.  96-254) 

This  order  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  the 
railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  service 
and  car  hire  agreement  under  the  terms 
of  that  agreement  and  upon  the 
American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association.  Notice  of  this  order  shall  be 
given  to  the  general  public  by  depositing 
a  copy  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C., 
and  by  filing  a  copy  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Joel  E.  Burns,  Robert  S. 
Turkington  and  John  H.  O’Brien. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A — Milw  Lines  Authorized  To  Be 
Operated  By  Interim  Operator 

1.  Chicago  and  North  Western  Transportation 
Company  (CNW): 

A.  At  DeKalb,  Illinois. 

B.  At  Appleton,  Wisconsin. 

C.  At  Lake  Preston  and  Sioux  Falls,  South 
Dakota,  and  from  Wolsey  to  but  not 
including  Aberdeen,  South  Dakota. 

D.  At  Montgomery,  Minnesota. 

E.  Between  Jefferson  (milepost  68.5)  and 
Waukee,  Iowa;  and  between  Manning 
and  Huxley,  Iowa. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9177  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  um| 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
16  CFR  Part  13 
I  File  No  801-0215] 

American  Hospital  Supply  Corporation; 
Proposed  Consent  Agreement  with 
Analysis  To  Aid  Public  Comment 

agency:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION:  Proposed  consent  agreement. 

summary:  In  settlement  of  alleged 
violations  of  federal  law  prohibiting 
unfair  acts  and  practices  and  unfair 
methods  of  competition,  this  consent 
order,  accepted  subject  to  final 
Commission  approval,  would  require, 
among  other  things,  American  Hospital 
Supply  Corporation,  (“AHSC”),  An 
Evanston,  Illinois  manufacturer  and 
distributor  of  health  care  products,  to 
timely  divest,  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  the  order,  either  100  percent  of 
the  stock  of  American  Latex 
Corporation,  ("ALC”),  or  all  assets  and 
properties  constituting  ALC  together 
with  all  the  assets  of  American 
Cystoscope  Makers,  Inc.  The  order  would 
further  require  AHSC  to  maintain  ALC 
as  a  viable  business  entity  pending 
divestiture;  to  offer  to  purchase  for  a 
period  of  one  year  all  urological 
catheters  from  the  acquirer  of  ALC;  and 
to  refrain  for  five  years  from  acquiring 
more  than  one  percent  of  stock  or  any 
interest  in  an  entity  engaged  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
urological  catheters. 
date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  May  26, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  directed 
to:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  6th  St.  and 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20580. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

FTC/C,  E.  Perry  Johnson,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580.  (202)  523-3601. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  information:  Pursuant 
to  Section  6(f)  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  38  Stat.  721, 15  U.S.C. 
46  and  §  2.34  of  the  Commission's  Rules 


of  Practice  (16  CFR  2.34),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  following  consent 
agreement  containing  a  consent  order  to 
cease  and  desist  and  an  explanation 
thereof,  having  been  filed  with  and 
accepted,  subject  to  final  approval,  by 
the  Commission,  has  been  placed  on  the 
public  record  for  a  period  of  sixty  (60) 
days.  Public  comment  is  invited.  Such 
comments  or  views  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  and  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
its  principal  office  in  accordance  with 
Section  4.9(b)(14)  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice  (16  CFR  4.9(b)(14)). 

In  the  matter  of  American  Hospital  Supply 
Corporation,  a  corporation. 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  having 
initiated  an  investigation  of  the  acquisition  of 
American  Cystoscope  Makers,  Inc.  by 
American  Hospital  Supply  Corporation  and  it 
now  appearing  that  American  Hospital 
Supply  Corporation,  hereinafter  sometimes 
referred  to  as  proposed  respondent,  is  willing 
to  enter  into  an  agreement  containing  an 
order  with  respect  to  the  acquisition  being 
investigated. 

It  is  hereby  agreed  by  and  between 
American  Hospital  Supply  Corporation,  by  its 
duly  authorized  officers  and  attorneys,  and 
counsel  for  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
that: 

1.  Proposed  respondent  American  Hospital 
Supply  Corporation  is  a  corporation 
organized,  existing,  and  doing  business  under 
and  by  virtue  of  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Illinois  with  its  office  of  principal  place  of 
business  located  at  One  American  Plaza. 
Evanston,  Illinois. 

2.  American  Cystoscope  Makers,  Inc.,  is  a 
corporation  organized,  existing,  and  doing 
business  under  and  by  virtue  of  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  New  York  with  its  offices  and 
principal  place  of  business  located  at  300 
Stillwater  Avenue,  Stamford,  Connecticut. 

3.  American  Latex  Corporation,  a  wholly 
owned  subsidiary  of  American  Cystoscope 
Makers,  Inc.,  is  a  corporation  organized, 
existing,  and  doing  business  under  and  by 
virtue  of  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Delaware 
with  its  office  and  principal  place  of  business 
in  Sullivan,  Indiana. 

4.  Proposed  respondent  admits  all  the 
jurisdictional  facts  set  forth  in  the  draft  of 
complaint  here  attached. 

5.  Proposed  respondent  waives: 

(a)  Any  further  procedural  steps; 

(b)  The  requirement  that  the  Commission’s 
decision  contain  a  statement  of  findings  of 
fact  and  conclusions  of  law;  and 

(c)  All  rights  to  seek  judicial  review  or 
otherwise  to  challenge  or  contest  the  validity 
of  the  order  entered  pursuant  to  this 
agreement. 

6.  This  agreement  shall  not  become  part  of 
the  public  record  of  the  proceeding  unless 
and  until  it  is  accepted  by  the  Commission.  If 


this  agreement  is  accepted  by  the 
Commission  it,  together  with  the  draft  of 
complaint  and  explanatory  material,  pursuant 
to  Rule  2.34.  will  be  placed  on  the  public 
record  for  a  period  of  sixty  (60)  days  and 
information  with  respect  thereto  publicly 
released.  The  Commission  thereafter  may 
either  withdraw  its  acceptance  of  this 
agreement  and  so  notify  the  proposed 
respondent,  in  which  event  it  will  take  such 
action  as  it  may  consider  appropriate,  or 
issue  and  serve  its  complaint  (in  such  form  as 
the  circumstances  may  require)  and  decision, 
in  disposition  of  the  proceeding. 

7.  This  agreement  is  for  settlement 
purposes  only  and  does  not  constitute  an 
admission  by  proposed  respondent  that  the 
law  has  been  violated  as  alleged  in  the  draft 
of  complaint  here  attached. 

8.  This  agreement  contemplates  that,  if  it  is 
accepted  by  the  Commission,  and  if  such 
acceptance  is  not  subsequently  withdrawn  by 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Section  2.34  of  the  Commission's  Rules,  the 
Commission  may,  without  further  notice  to 
proposed  respondent,  (1)  issue  its  complaint 
corresponding  in  form  and  substance  with  the 
draft  of  complaint  here  attached  and  its 
decision  containing  the  following  order  in 
disposition  of  the  proceeding  and  (2)  make 
information  public  with  respect  thereto. 

When  so  entered,  the  order  shall  have  the 
same  force  and  effect  and  may  be  altered, 
modified,  or  set  aside  in  the  manner  and 
within  the  same  time  provided  by  statute  for 
other  orders.  The  order  shall  become  final 
upon  service.  Mailing  of  the  complaint  and 
decision  containing  the  agreed-to  order  to  the 
proposed  respondent's  address  as  stated  in 
this  agreement  shall  constitute  service. 
Proposed  respondent  waives  any  right  it  may 
have  to  any  other  manner  of  service.  The 
complaint  may  be  used  in  construing  the 
terms  of  the  order,  and  no  agreement, 
understanding,  representation  or 
interpretation  not  contained  in  the  terms  of 
the  order  or  this  agreement  may  be  used  to 
vary  or  contradict  the  terms  of  the  order. 

9.  Proposed  respondent  has  read  the 
proposed  complaint  and  order  contemplated 
hereby.  It  understands  that  once  the  order 
has  been  issued,  it  will  be  required  to  file  one 
or  more  compliance  reports  showing  that  it 
has  fully  complied  with  the  order,  and  that  it 
may  be  liable  for  civil  penalties  in  the  amount 
provided  by  law  for  each  violation  of  the 
order  after  it  becomes  final. 

Order 

I 

It  is  ordered,  that  subject  to  the  prior 
approval  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
respondent,  through  its  officers,  directors, 
employees,  subsidiaries,  affiliates,  divisions, 
successors,  and  assigns,  shall  within  eighteen 
(18)  months  from  the  date  on  which  this  order 
becomes  final  divest  absolutely  and  in  good 
faith  either  100%  of  the  stock  of  American 
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Latex  Corporation  (hereinafter  “ALC”)  or  all 
assets,  properties,  rights,  and  privileges, 
tangible  and  intangible,  of  ALC,  including  but 
not  limited  to  corporate  name,  real  property, 
plant,  equipment,  machinery,  raw  material 
inventory,  product  inventory,  lists  of 
customers,  product  trade  names,  product 
trademarks,  patents,  licenses,  manufacturing 
specifications  and  procedures,  marketing 
materials,  sales  training  materials,  research 
and  development  projects,  and  together 
therewith  shall  also  divest  those  assets  of 
American  Cystoscope  Makers,  Inc. 

(hereinafter  "ACMI”)  intrinsically  related  to 
the  manufacture,  distribution,  sale,  research 
or  development  of  the  products  manufactured 
by  ALC  including  but  not  limited  to  copies  of 
all  customer  lists,  records  of  sales  in  the 
previous  two  years,  market  projections  and 
surveys,  marketing  plans  and  studies,  and 
promotional  or  advertising  materials.  Such 
divestiture  shall  be  made  to  a  third  party  which 
represents  that  it  intends  to  use  the  assets  in 
the  manufacture,  distribution  or  sale  of 
urological  catheters  in  the  United  States. 

II 

It  is  further  ordered  that,  at  the  option  of 
the  acquirer  of  the  stock  or  assets  of  ALC, 
respondent  (including  its  newly  acquired 
ACMI  subsidiary  or  any  successor 
organization)  shall,  for  a  period  of  one  year 
from  the  date  of  compliance  with  Paragraph  I 
of  this  order,  purchase  from  ALC  all  catheters 
that  respondent  purchases  during  such  one 
year  period  for  resale  under  any  trademark  or 
trade  name  of  ACMI  of  a  type  which  ACMI 
obtained  from  ALC  at  the  time  of  the 
acquisition  of  ACMI  by  respondent 

III 

It  is  further  ordered  that,  pending  the 
divestiture  required  by  this  order,  respondent 
shall  not  cause,  and  shall  use  its  best  efforts 
to  prevent,  any  diminution  of  the  value  of  the 
products  or  assets  of  ALC  and  shall  preserve 
ALC  as  a  viable,  ongoing  business. 

IV 

It  is  further  ordered  that,  pursuant  to  the 
requirements  of  Paragraph  I  above,  none  of 
the  assets  of  ALC  shall  be  divested  directly, 
or  indirectly  to  anyone  who  is,  at  the  time  of 
divestiture,  an  officer,  director,  employee,  or 
agent  of,  or  under  the  control,  direction,  or 
influence  of,  respondent  or  any  of 
respondent’s  subsidiaries  or  affilitated 
corporations,  whether  direct  or  indirect,  or 
who  owns  or  controls  more  than  one  (1) 
percent  of  the  outstanding  shares  of  the 
capital  stock  of  respondent. 

V 

It  is  further  ordered  that,  for  a  period  of 
five  (5)  years  from  the  date  this  order 
becomes  final,  neither  respondent,  nor  its 
subsidiaries,  affiliates,  divisions,  successors 
or  assigns,  shall,  without  the  prior  approval 
of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission,  directly  or 
indirectly  acquire  more  than  one  percent  (1%) 
of  any  stock,  share  capital,  or  equity  interest 
in  any  concern,  corporate  or  noncorporate, 
engaged  in,  or  any  of  the  assets  of  such 
concern  relating  to,  the  manufacture, 
distribution,  or  sale  in  the  United  States  of 
urological  catheters. 


VI 

It  is  further  ordered  that  respondent  shall, 
within  ninety  (90)  days  after  the  date  of 
service  of  this  order,  and  every  ninety  (90) 
days  thereafter  until  respondent  has  fully 
complied  with  the  divestiture  provision  of 
this  order,  and  annually  thereafter,  for  the 
duration  of  this  order,  submit  in  writing  to  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  a  verified  report 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in 
which  respondent  intends  to  comply,  is 
complying  or  has  complied  with  this  order. 
Until  divestiture  is  accomplished,  all 
compliance  reports  shall  include,  among 
other  things  that  are  from  time  to  time 
required,  a  summary  of  contacts  or 
negotiations  with  anyone  for  the  disposition 
of  the  assets  or  stock  specified  in  Paragraph  I 
of  this  order,  the  identity  of  all  such  persons 
and  copies  of  all  written  communications 
between  such  persons  and  respondent. 

VII 

It  is  further  ordered  that  respondent  notify 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  at  least  thirty 
(30)  days  prior  to  any  proposed  change  in  the 
corporate  respondent  such  as  dissolution, 
assignment  or  sale  resulting  in  the  emergence 
of  a  successor  corporation,  the  creation  or 
dissolution  of  subsidiaries  or  any  other 
change  in  the  corporation,  which  may  affect 
compliance  obligations  arising  out  of  this 
order. 

American  Hospital  Supply  Corporation,  File 
No.  801  0215 

Analysis  of  Proposed  Consent  Order  To  Aid 
Public  Comment 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  has 
accepted  an  agreement  to  a  proposed  consent 
order  from  American  Hospital  Supply 
Corporation  (AHSC).  The  agreement  is  the 
product  of  the  Commission's  investigation  of 
AHSC’s  acquisition  of  American  Cystoscope 
Makers,  Inc  (ACMI).  The  agreement  requires 
AHSC  to  divest  ACMI’s  subsidiary,  American 
Latex  Corporation,  and  other  assets  of  ACMI 
related  to  the  manufacture  or  sale  of 
American  Latex  Corporation's  products 
within  eighteen  months  from  the  date  on 
which  the  order  becomes  final. 

The  proposed  consent  order  is  being  placed 
on  the  public  record  for  sixty  (60)  days  for 
comments  by  interested  persons.  Comments 
received  during  this  period  will  become  part 
of  the  public  record.  After  sixty  (60)  days,  the 
Commission  will  again  review  the  agreement 
and  the  comments  received  and  will  decide 
whether  it  should  withdraw  from  the 
agreement  or  make  final  the  agreement’s 
proposed  order. 

AHSC  is  a  multinational  manufacturer  and 
distributor  of  a  wide  range  of  products  used 
and  consumed  in  the  health  care  field 
including  medical  supplies,  pharmaceuticals, 
medical  and  surgical  instruments  and 
laboratory  supplies.  AHSC  manufactures 
urological  catheters  through  its  American 
Pharmaseal,  American  Hospital  Supply,  and 
American  V.  Mueller  Divisions. 

ACMI  was  engaged  primarily  in  the 
research,  development,  manufacture  and 
marketing  of  endoscopes.  ACMI,  through  its 
subsidiary,  American  Latex  Corporation, 
manufactured  and  sold  urological  catheters. 


On  October  10, 1980,  AHSC  acquired 
substantially  all  of  the  assets  of  ACMI  for 
approximately  $38.5  million,  including  100% 
of  the  stock  of  American  Late*  Corporation. 

The  complaint  alleges  that  AHSC’s 
acquisition  of  ACMI  violates  Section  7  of  the 
Clayton  Act  and  Section  5  of  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act.  The  complaint 
asserts  that  the  effect  of  the  acquisition  may 
be  substantially  to  lessen  competition  or  tend 
to  create  a  monopoly  in  the  manufacture  and 
sale  of  urological  catheter  products  in  the 
United  States. 

The  purpose  of  this  proposed  order  is  to 
restore  to  the  marketplace  the  substantial 
competition  that  formerly  existed  among  the 
urological  catheter  products  of  AHSC, 
American  Latex  Corporation,  and  other  firms. 

Section  I  of  the  proposed  order  requires 
AHSC  to  divest  the  stock  or  assets  of 
American  Latex  Corporation  and  the  assets 
of  ACMI  related  to'the  research, 
development,  manufacture  or  sale  of 
American  Latex  Corporation's  products  to  a 
party  who  intends  to  use  the  assets  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution  or  sale  of  urological 
catheters  in  the  United  States.  The  order 
allows  eighteen  months  for  the  divestiture 
and  requires  that  it  be  approved  by  the 
Commission. 

Section  II  requires  AHSC,  for  one  year  from 
the  divestiture,  to  purchase  from  American 
Latex  Corporation  all  catheters  which  AHSC 
may  wish  to  sell  under  an  ACMI  trademark 
This  provision  applies  only  to  those  types  of 
catheters  which  ACMI  was  purchasing  from 
American  Latex  Corporation  at  the  time  of 
AHSC’s  acquisition  of  ACMI,  and  only  if  the 
acquirer  of  American  Latex  Corporation 
wishes  to  sell  catheters  to  AHSC.  The 
purpose  of  this  provision  is  to  guarantee 
American  Latex  Corporation  for  one  year  a 
market  for  the  catheters  it  was  selling  to 
ACMI. 

AHSC  has  agreed  under  Section  III  not  to 
cause  any  diminution  of  the  value  of  the 
products  or  assets  of  American  Latex 
Corporation  and  to  preserve  it  as  a  viable, 
ongoing  business  pending  divestiture. 

Under  Section  IV,  none  of  the  assets  of 
American  Latex  Corporation  may  be  divested 
to  an  officer,  director,  or  employee  of  AHSC 
or  to  a  person  who  owns  more  than  one 
percent  of  AHSC’s  stock. 

Section  V  prevents  AHSC,  for  a  period  of 
five  years  from  the  date  the  order  becomes 
final,  from  acquiring  more  than  one  percent  of 
the  stock  of  a  company  engaged  in  or  any 
assets  of  a  company  relating  to  the 
manufacture,  distribution,  or  sale  of 
urological  catheters  in  the  United  States 
without  the  prior  approval  of  the 
Commission. 

Section  VI  requires  AHSC  to  file  a  report 
setting  forth  the  way  in  which  it  has  been 
complying  with  the  order  every  ninety  days 
until  the  divestiture  provision  is  satisifed  and 
annually  thereafter  until  the  expiration  of  the 
order. 

In  Section  VII,  AHSC  agrees  to  notify 
the  Commission  at  least  thirty  days  prior 
to  any  organizational  change  that  would 
affect  compliance  obligations. 

The  purpose  of  this  analysis  is  to 
facilitate  public  comment  on  the 
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proposed  order,  and  it  is  not  intended  to 
consitute  an  official  interpretation  of  the 
agreement  and  proposed  order  or  to 
modify  in  any  way  their  terms. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

| re  Doc.  81-0221  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6750-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

I A-10-FRL  1788-2] 

Idaho;  State  Implementation  Plan 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Notice  of  Availability. 

summary:  EPA  announces  today  receipt 
of  the  Lewiston  Total  Suspended 
Particulate  (TSP)  Control  Strategy  as  a 
revision  to  the  Idaho  State 
Implementation  Plan.  The  public  is 
invited  to  submit  written  comments  to 
the  record.  A  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  describing  this  revision  and 
the  action  that  EPA  intends  to  take 
regarding  this  proposed  revision  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  at  a 
later  date.  A  second  comment  period  for 
submittal  of  written  comments  will 
extend  for  thirty  (30)  days  after  the 
publication  of  the  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking. 

date:  Preliminary  comments  on  the 
proposed  revision  will  be  accepted  by 
EPA  until  such  time  as  EPA  proposes  its 
decision  on  the  Idaho  State 
Implementation  Plan.  Subsequent  to 
such  proposal,  EPA  will  again  invite 
public  comment  on  this  proposed 
revision  to  the  Idaho  SIP. 

ADDRESSES:  The  relevant  material  in 
support  of  this  revision  may  be 
examined  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  following  locations: 

Central  Docket  Section  (10A-80-2), 

West  Tower  Lobby,  Gallery  I, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

20460. 

Air  Programs  Branch,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  10, 1200 
Sixth  Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington 
98101 

State  of  Idaho,  Department  of  Health, 
and  Welfare,  450  W.  State  Street, 
Boise,  Idaho  83720 

COMMENTS  SHOULD  BE  ADDRESSED  TO: 

Lurie  M.  Krai,  Air  Programs  Branch,  M/ 
S  629,  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
1200  Sixth  Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington 
98101. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Michael  F.  Gearheard,  Air  Programs 
Branch,  M/S  629,  Environmental 


Protection  Agency,  1200  Sixth  Avenue, 
Seattle,  Washington  98101.  Telephone: 
(206)  442-1226,  FTS:  399-1226. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
172  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  as  amended  in 
August  1977,  requires  that  states  submit 
revisions  to  their  implementation  plans 
by  January  1, 1979  to  provide  for  the 
attainment  of  the  national  ambient  air 
quality  standards  (NAAQS)  in  areas 
designated  nonattainment. 

On  March  3. 1978  [43  FR  8984]  EPA 
designated  certain  areas  in  Idaho  as 
nonattainment.  Subsequently,  EPA 
published  specific  guidance  for  an 
approvable  Part  D  SIP.  This  guidance  is 
described  in  a  General  Preamble  on 
April  4, 1979,  Federal  Register  [44  FR 
20373}  and  supplemented  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  2, 1979  [44  FR  38583], 
August  28, 1979  [44  FR  50371], 

September  17, 1979  [44  FR  53761],  and 
November  23. 1979  [44  FR  67182].  This 
guidance  is  incorporated  by  reference 
and  will  not  be  restated  here. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  call 
the  public’s  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Lewiston  Total  Suspended  Particulates 
Control  Strategy  has  been  formally 
submitted  to  EPA  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  locations  listed 
above.  The  public  is  encouraged  to 
submit  written  comments  regarding  the 
proposed  revision  and  thus  participate 
in  this  rulemaking  activity. 

Those  interested  may  wish  to  first 
read  the  General  Preamble  for  proposed 
rulemaking  published  by  the  EPA  on 
April  4, 1979  [44  FR  20372]  and 
supplemented  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  2, 1979  [44  FR  38583],  August  28, 
1979  [44  FR  50371],  September  17, 1979 
[44  FR  53761],  and  November  23, 1979 
[44  FR  67132]  which  identifies  the  major 
considerations  that  will  guide  EPA’s 
evaluation  of  SIP  revisions.  A  more 
detailed  description  of  this  revision  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  at  a 
later  date  as  part  of  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
Section  605(b)  I  hereby  certify  that  the 
attached  rule  will  not  if  promulgated, 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
This  action  only  approves  State  actions. 
It  imposes  no  new  requirements. 
Moreover,  due  to  the  nature  of  the 
federal-state  relationship,  federal 
inquiry  into  the  economic 
reasonableness  of  the  State  actions 
would  serve  no  practical  purpose  and 
could  well  be  improper. 

(Secs.  110  and  172  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  7410  and  75021) 


Dated:  March  10. 1981. 
Donald  P.  Dubois, 

Regional  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9173  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-3S-M 


40  CFR  Part  420 
IWH-FRL  1788-3) 

Iron  and  Steel  Manufacturing  Point 
Source  Category  Effluent  Limitations 
Guidelines  Correction 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  correction. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  is  correcting  coding  and 
other  minor  errors  in  the  January  7, 1981, 
Federal  Register  (46  FR  1858)  notice  of 
effluent  limitations  for  the  Iron  and  Steel 
Manufacturing  Point  Source  Category. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Mr.  Ernst  P.  Hall,  Effluent  Guidelines 
Division  (WH-552),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20460.  Telephone  (202) 
426-2726. 

Correction 

In  the  Federal  Register  notice 
published  on  January  7, 1981  (46  FR 
1858),  corrections  are  required  as 
follows: 

1.  On  page  1858,  column  2:  after  line 
42,  add:  D.  Iron  and  Steel  Model 
Treatment  Summary. 

2.  On  page  1859,  column  2.  line  8, 
change  “effluent  limitations  guidelines 
for  BPT  and  BAT”,  to  “effluent 
limitations  and  standards  for  BPT.  BAT. 
NSPS  and". 

3.  On  page  1859,  column  3,  line  31. 
change  “27936-2777"  to  “27736-27773”. 

4.  On  page  1859,  column  3.  line  37, 
change  “classification"  to 
“Classification”. 

5.  On  page  1860,  column  2,  line  55. 
change  “analytical"  to  “Analytical”. 

6.  On  page  1861,  column  1,  line  38, 
change  “NDRC”  to  “NRDC". 

7.  On  page  1862,  column  3.  line  56, 
change  “require  adviced"  to  “requires 
advanced”. 

8.  On  page  1867,  column  3,  last  line, 
change  “336,400"  to  “366,400". 

9.  On  page  1869,  column  1,  line  28, 
change  “0.6  of  the  total"  to  “0.6  percent 
of  the  total”. 

10.  On  page  1871,  column  3,  line  63, 
change  “oppose  the  establishment  a 
central"  to  “propose  the  establishment 
of  a  central”. 

11.  On  page  1874,  column  3,  line  14, 
change  “the  appropriation  sampling"  to 
“the  appropriate  sampling". 


t 
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12.  On  page  1887,  Subcategory  L, 
change:  "Hot  Casting”  to  "Hot  Coating". 

13.  On  page  1878.  column  1,  after  line 
2  insert  “ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY”. 

14.  On  page  1880.  and  in  all  other 
tables  in  the  proposed  regulation  change 
table  heading  from  “Kg/kkg”  to  “kg/ 
kkg". 

15.  On  page  1880,  column  3,  Subpart 
A— NSPS  Table,  TSS,  change  “0.34418” 
to  “0.03418". 

16.  On  page  1882,  column  1,  change 
"§  402.24”  to  “§  420.24”. 

17.  On  page  1883,  column  1,  Subpart  C, 
§  420.33(a)  BAT  Table  Phenols(4AAP), 
change  “.000584”  to  “.0000584”. 

18.  On  page  1885,  column  2 

§  420.45(a)(1),  (b)(1),  and  (c)(1);  and 
§  420.46(a)(1),  and  (c)(1)  change:  “No 
discharge  of  process  wastewater 
pollutants  to  navigable  waters"  to  “No 
introduction  of  process  wastewater 
pollutants  into  publicly  owned  treatment 
works”. 

19.  On  page  1887,  Subpart  F,  §  420.64 
change  “TTS”  to  “TSS”. 

20.  On  page  1887  and  1888  Subpart  F, 

§  420.66,  PSNS  Table  (and  others): 

Tables  split  between  columns  or  pages 
should  repeat  the  complete  proper 
headings  with  each  part. 

21.  On  page  1888.  Subpart  G, 

§  420.72(a)(1)  and  (a)(2).  change  “TTS” 
to  “TSS”. 

22.  On  page  1891,  Subpart  G. 

§  420.75(c)(1)  change:  0.0000108  to 
0.000108  for  chromium,  lead,  and  zinc. 

23.  On  page  1897,  §  420.95(a)  change: 
“Sulfuric  acid  recovery”  to  “Sulfuric 
acid  pickling". 

24.  On  page  1897  Subpart  1, 

§  420.95(c)(2)  change:  chromium 
0.0000432  to  0.000432,  0.0000144  to 
0.000144;  copper  0.0000432  to  0.000432, 
0.0000144  to  0.000144;  nickel  0.0000648  to 
0.000648,  0.0000288  to  0.000288. 

25.  On  page  1897,  Subpart  I, 

§  420.96(3)  Continuous  acid  regeneration 
PSNS  tables;  Zinc,  change  “.0000867"  to 
“.0000876”. 


26.  On  page  1899,  column  1,  line  38, 
Subpart  J;  change  “§  420.101”  to 

“§  420.102". 

27.  On  page  1900,  column  2,  line  76, 
Subpart  J  §  420.106  PSNS  Anthracene; 
change  “.00000417”  to  “.000000417". 

28.  On  page  1901,  column  1,  line  42, 
Subpart  K,  §  420.112  table  heading 
should  be  “BPT  Effluent  Limitations". 

29.  On  page  1904,  column  2,  last  line, 
Subpart  L,  §  420.124,  paragraph  (c)(4); 
change  heading  “fastners  without  fume” 
to  “fastners  with  fume”. 

30.  On  page  1906,  Subpart  L,  §  420.126 
paragraphs:  (c)(1),  (c)(2),  (c)(3)  and  (c)(4) 
table  footnotes  should  be  designated 
with  an  asterisk  rather  than  a 
superscript  one  (1). 

Dated:  March  20, 1981. 

James  N.  Smith, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Water  and 
Waste  Management. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9172  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-29-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-6015] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations 

AGENCY:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  and  proposed  changes  to  base 
flood  elevations  for  selected  locations  in 
the  nation.  These  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  are  the  basis  for  the  flood 
plain  management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 


for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  each 
community. 

addresses:  See  table  below. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 

Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  (202) 
755-5585,  Washington,  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for 
selected  locations  in  the  nation,  in 
accordance  with  Section  110  and 
Section  206  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44 
CFR  67.4  (presently  appearing  at  its 
former  Title  24,  Chapter  10,  Part  1917.4). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  Section  60.3  (formerly 
Section  1910.3)  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 


The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 

Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations 


State  City/town/county 


Alabama .  City  of  Gadsden.  Etowah  County . .  Coosa  River .  Just  downstream  of  State  Highway  77 .  *509 

Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  77 .  *510 

Just  downstream  of  the  confluence  of  Big  Wills  Creek.  ..  *515 

Just  upstream  of  the  confluence  of  Big  Wills  Creek .  *516 

Just  downstream  of  Hokes  Bluff  Ferry . . .  *522 

Just  upstream  of  Hokes  Bluff  Ferry .  *523 

Big  Wills  Creek . . .  Just  downstream  of  Airport  Tributary  at  Sutton  Bridge  *521 

Road. 

Just  upstream  of  Airport  Tributary . „ .  *522 

Just  downstream  of  Interstate  Highway  59 .  *529 

Just  upstream  of  Interstate  Highway  59 .  *531 

Little  Wills  Creek .  At  the  corporate  limits  of  the  City  of  Gadsden .  *536 


Source  of  hooding 


#Depth  in 
feet  above 
ground. 
‘Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 
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Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Rood  Elevations— Continued 


Stale  City/townrcounty 


Jusf  upstream  of  the  corporate  limits  of  the  City  of  "544 

Gadsden  at  point  4,tQ0  feet  upstream  of  the  corpo¬ 
rate  limits. 

Black  Creek . . .  Just  downstream  of  Chestnut  Street .  '525 

Just  upstream  of  Chestnut  Street . . . . .  *525 

Just  downstream  of  Meighan  Boulevard  (U  S  Routes  ‘527 

278  and  431). 

Just  upstream  of  Meighan  Boulevard  (U  S.  Routes  278  '529 

and  431). 

Just  downstream  of  Tuscaloosa  Avenue _  '530 

Just  upstream  of  Tuscaloosa  Avenue _ _  *532 

Just  downstream  of  Noccalula  Road _  *691 

Just  upstream  of  Noccalula  Road _ _ _ _  *699 

Town  Creek .  Just  downstream  of  3rd  Street .  *520 

Just  upstream  of  3rd  Street _ _  *520 

•  Just  downstream  of  5th  Street _  *520 

Just  upstream  of  5th  Street _  *520 

Just  downstream  of  6th  Street _ _  *520 

Just  upstream  of  6th  Street . . .  *521 

Nowlin  Branch . Just  downstream  of  Chestnut  Street .  *519 

Just  upstream  of  Chestnut  Street _ _  *522 

Just  downstream  of  Meighan  Boulevard  (U.S.  Routes  *529 

431  and  278). 

Meighan  Boulevard  (U.S.  Routes  431  and  278) _  *530 

Just  downstream  of  Boyle  Street . . .  *540 

Just  upstream  of  Boyle  Street . . .  *540 

Greenway  Creek . . .  Just  downstream  of  Goodyear  Avenue . *522 

.  Just  upstream  of  Goodyear  Avenue  at  Hooke  Street—..  *522 

Just  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway  278  (Piedmont  Cut-  *522 

Off). 

Just  upstream  of  U.S  Highway  278  (Piedmont  Cut-off)  ..  *522 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Hall.  90  Broad  Street.  Gadsden.  Alabama  35999 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 

l 


Send  comments  to  Mayor  Steve  Means  or  Mr  David  Kelly.  Assistant  Mayor.  City  Hall,  90  Broad  StreeL  Gadsden,  Alabama  35999 


Alabama . .  Town  of  Helena  Shelby  County - - -  Cahaba  River. _  Just  downstream  of  County  Highway  52 _  *402 

Buck  Creek . .  Just  downstream  of  the  corporate  limits. .  *418 

Prairie  Brook .  Just  downstream  of  County  Highway  52  (4th  Avenue  *412 

East). 

Lee  Brook . . . . . Just  upstream  of  the  Dam _ *437 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Hall,  Main  Street.  Helena  Alabama  35080 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Charles  Penhale  or  Ms.  Francis  Parrish,  City  Clerk.  City  Hall.  Main  Street.  Helena.  Alabama  35080. 


Alabama . . .  City  ot  Rainbow  City.  Etowah  County . . . .  Horton  Creek _ _ '. _  Just  downstream  of  Arm  Street _  *527 

Tnbutary  to  Horton  Creek .  Just  downstream  of  Boyd  Place _ *535 

Big  Wills  Creek . .  At  upstream  corporate  kmits... . . . . *525 

Dry  Creek — _ _  Just  upstream  of  Pleasant  Valley  Road _  *514 

Coosa  River _ Downstream  of  the  State  Highway  77 _  *513 

Maps  available  tor  inspection  at  City  Hall.  131  West  Grand  Avenue,  Rainbow  City.  Alabama  35901 

Send  comments  to  Mayor  Sue  Glidewell  or  Ms  Dorothy  Lee.  City  Clerk,  City  Hall.  131  West  Grand  Avenue.  Rainbow  City,  Alabama  35901. 


Arkansas . . .  City  of  Benton.  Saline  County . . .  Salt  Creek _ _ _ _  Just  downstream  o!  Misty  Drive . . . . 

Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  5 _ 

McNeil  Creek . . .  Just  downstream  of  Interstate  Highway  30  (U.S.  High¬ 

way  70). 

Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  5 _ 

Willow  Depot  Creek .  Approximately  11  O'  upstream  of  Neeley  Street _ 

Just  upstream  of  Gray  Drive _ _ _ _ _ 

Upper  Depot  Creek _ _ _  Just  upstream  of  Gattm  Road _ 

Saline  River . . . Just  upstream  ot  Interstate  Highway  30  (U.S.  Highway 

70). 

Just  upstream  of  Old  State  Highway  67 _ 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Hall,  222  West  South  Street.  Benton,  Arkansas  72015. 

Send  comments  to  Mayor  Charles  Cunningham  or  Mr.  Maurice  Bennett,  City  Manager,  City  Hall,  222  West  South  Street.  Benton.  Arkansas  72015. 


Approximately  50  feet  north  along  West  Third  Street  *5388 

from  its  intersection  with  Park  Drive 
Downstream  side  of  State  Highway  97  over  the  chan-  *5403 

net. 

Approximately  50  feet  northeast  of  the  intersection  of  *5408 

1st  Street  and  Porter  Street. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Town  HaH  Natunts.  Colorado. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Wilbur  Binder.  P.O.  Box  377.  Nature  a.  Colorado  81422. 


Connecticut . . .  Chaplin,  Town,  Windham  County . . .  Natchaug  River 


2,360  downstream  Phoenixville  Road _ "260 

Immediately  downstream  Phoenixville  Road _  *280 

1.400'  upstream  Phoenixville  Road _  *310 

Immediately  upstream  England  Road. .  *338 

450'  downstream  Marcy  Road _ *360 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _  *384 


Colorado . . .  Naturita  (Town),  Montrose  County . . .  San  Miguel  River 


*313 

*330 

*323 

*363 

*313 

*364 

*340 

*286 

*289 
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Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations- 

-Continued 

#  Depth  in 

State  City/town/county  Source  of  flooding 

Location 

feet  above 
ground. 

‘Elevation 

* 

in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Chaplin  Town  Hall,  Chaplin,  Connecticut. 

' 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Earl  Belek,  First  Selectman  of  the  Town  of  Chaplin,  Chaplin,  Connecticut  06235. 

*745 

Just  downstream  of  Spillway  No.  3 . 

*749 

Just  downstream  of  Spillway  No.  1 . 

•753 

At  upstream  corporate  limits . . . . . 

•756 

Thunderbird  Trail  Creek . 

..  At  the  confluence  with  Klein  Creek . 

*747 

Approximately  180  feet  downstream  of  Thunderbird 

*748 

Trail. 

Just  upstream  of  Blackhawk  Drive . 

*753 

Winfield  Creek . 

..  Within  corporate  limits . 

*747 

Klein  Creek  Tributary  No.  3 . 

..  At  mouth . 

*756 

Just  upstream  Old  Gavy  Road . 

*758 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  HaH,  415  N.  Gary  Avenue,  Carol  Stream,  Illinois.  1 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Janice  Gerzevske,  Village  President,  Village  of  Carol  Stream,  Village  Hall,  415  N.  Gary  Avenue,  Carol  Stream,  Illinois  60187. 

State  Route  118  (upstream) . 

*478 

Mclntire  Road  (upstream) . 

*482 

Hunts  Corner  Road  (upstream) . 

*493 

Fisk  Road  (upstream) . 

•499 

Old  Noway  Road  (upstream) . 

•509 

Private  Road  (upstream) . 

*544 

Approximately  5,200'  upstream  of  State  Route  35 . 

*555 

Kedar  Brook . 

...  Confluence  with  Keoka  Lake  State  Route  37  (up- 

•506 

Keoka  Lake . 

stream). 

...  Entire  Shoreline . 

*499 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Waterford  Town  House,  Waterford,  Maine. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Billie  Sawyer,  First  Selectman  of  Waterford,  Town  House,  Waterford,  Maine  0408f . 

.  ' 

*6 

Upstream  side  of  Factory  Dam . 

*12 

Downstream  side  of  Hamlin  Road  Bridge . 

*15 

Upstream  side  of  spillway . 

*21 

Upstream  side  of  Private  Drive . 

*28 

Upstream  side  of  Leonard  Street  Bridge . 

*31 

Approximately  100'  downstream  side  »f  Access  Road 

*34 

Bridge. 

Downstream  side  of  New  Bedford  Reservoir  Dam . 

*42 

Deep  Brook . 

...  Confluence  with  Acushnet  River . 

*22 

Approximately  1,400'  upstream  from  confluence  with 

*28 

' 

Aeushnet  River. 

Downstream  of  earthen  dam . 

*34 

Upstream  of  earthen  dam . . . 

*42 

Downstream  side  of  Morse  Lane  Bridge . 

*52 

Approximately  660'  upstream  from  Morse  Lane  Bridge ... 

*58 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  Conservation  Commission,  Town  Hall,  Acushnet,  Massachusetts. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Frederick  Duguay,  Chairman  of  the  Acushnet  Board  of  Selectmen,  122  Main  Street,  Acushnet,  Massachusetts  02743. 

Massachusetts .  Athol,  Town,  Worcester  County .  Millers  River . 

Approximately  250’  upstream  of  Exchange  Street . 

*519 

Downstream  of  Starret  Company  Dam . 

*531 

Upstream  of  Starret  Company  Dam . . . 

*550 

Upstream  of  UTD  Dam . 

*560 

Upstream  of  Athol  Manufacturing  Dam . 

*577 

Approximately  4,175'  downstream  of  Athol  Manulactur- 

*597 

ing  Dam. 

Approximately  6,600’  upstream  of  Athol  Manufacturing 

*617 

Dam. 

' 

Approximately  9,030’  upstream  of  Athol  Manufacturing 

*637 

Dam. 

Approximately  9,345  downstream  of  Boston  and 

*657 

Maine  Railroad  (first  crossing). 

Approximately  5,125’  downstream  of  Boston  and 

•677 

Maine  Railroad  (first  crossing). 

Approximately  1,320’  upstream  of  Boston  and  Maine 

*697 

Railroad  (first  crossing). 

Approximately  4,225'  upstream  of  Boston  and  Maine 

*717 

Railroad  (first  crossing). 

Approximately  6,285’  upstream  of  Boston  and  Maine 

*737 

Railroad  (first  crossing). 

Approximately  635’  downstream  of  Boston  and  Maine 

*757 

Railroad  (second  crossing). 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . 

•769 

Mill  Brook . 

....  Confluence  with  Millers  River . 

*513 

Downstream  of  Freedom  Street . 

*518 

Upstream  of  South  Street . 

*531 

Downstream  of  Cottage  Street . 

*545 

Tully  River . 

...  Confluence  with  Millers  River . 

*514 

Confluence  with  East  Branch  Tully  River . 

*516 

East  Branch  Tully  River . 

....  Confluence  with  Tully  River . 

*516 

Approximately  1,850'  upstream  of  Tully  Road . 

*526 

Approximately  1,010'  downstream  of  Fryeville  Road . 

•536 

Approximately  500’  downstream  of  Fryeville  Road . 

•546 
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Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


#  Depth  in 
feet  above 


City/'town/county 

Source  of  flooding 

Location 

ground 
•Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 

#556 

• 

*583 

Upstream  of  Corporate  Limits . 

*598 

Waps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Athol  Town  Clerk's  Office,  Town  Hall,  854  Main  Street,  Athol,  Massachusetts. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  J.  Thomas  Cola,  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town  Hall.  584  Main  Street,  Athol,  Massachusetts  01331. 


Massachusetts . . Dalton.  Town,  Berkshire  County . . . _. .  East  Branch  Housatonic  River .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits _  *1,024 

Pioneer  Mill  Dam  (Upstream) _  *1,051 

Old  Berkshire  Mill  Dam  (Upstream) _ _ _  *1,078 

Byron  Weston  Dam  No.  2  (Downstream) _  *1.102 

Byron  Weston  Dam  No.  2  (Upstream) _ .'. _  *1,128 

Orchard  Road  (Upstream) _ *1,146 

Old  Windsor  Road  (Upstream) _  *1,156 

•  East  Housatonic  Street  (Upstream) _  *1,180 

•  State  Route  8  (approximately  5,000’  upstream  of  East  *1.291 

Housatonic  Street,  upstream). 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _  *1.319 

Wahconah  Falls  Brook .  Confluence  with  East  Branch  Housatonic  River _  *1,146 

North  Street  (Upstream) _ *1.153 

Holiday  Road  (Upstream) _  *1,177 

Cleveland  Road  (Upstream) _ *1,209 

Approximately  2,800’  upstream  of  Cleveland  Road _  *1.231 

Anthony  Brook _ _ Confluence  with  Wahconah  Falls  Brook _  *1.146 

North  Street  (Upstream) _  *1,158 

Approximately  2,600’  upstream  of  North  Street _  *1,182 

Sackett  Brook — . Washington  Mountain  Road  (Upstream). . . .  *1,059 

Kirchner  Road  (Downstream) _ .....  *1.072 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Dalton  Selectmen's-Planning  Board  Office,  Dalton,  Massachusetts. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  William  Moody.  Chairman  of  the  Dalton  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town  Hall,  Dalton.  Massachusetts  01226. 


Massachusetts _ .....  Oxford.  Town.  Worcester  County _ _ _ _  French  River _  Downstream  Corporate  Limits _  *454 

Approximately  2,500’  downstream  of  Clara  Barton  *506 

Road. 

Upstream  of  Clara  Barton  Road _  *531 

Upstream  of  Dam _ *547 

Approximately  830’  downstream  of  State  Route  56  *570 

(downstream  crossing). 

Upstream  of  abandoned  railroad _  *591 

Upstream  of  Massachusetts  Turnpike  (Interstate  Route  *621 

90) 

Downstream  of  Allen  Textile  Company  Dam _  *637 

Downstream  of  State  Route  56  (upstream  crossing) .  *653 

Upstream  of  Corporate  Limits _ _ _  *667 

Lowes  Brook _  Confluence  with  French  River _ _  *457 

Upstream  of  Sunset  Avenue. _  *466 

Downstream  of  Water  Street _ _  *481 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Oxford  Town  Clerk’s  Office,  Main  Street,  Oxford,  Massachusetts. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  John  Saad,  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Selectmen.  Main  Street,  Oxford.  Massachusetts  0t949. 


Massachusetts - Rockland,  Town,  Plymouth  County _ French  Stream _ Downstream  Corporate  Limits _  *71 

Upstream  side  of  Summer  Street _  *80 

Upstream  side  of  Studtey  Court _ _ _  *91 

Downstream  side  of  Market  Street _  *95 

Studleys  Pond  Dam _ *102 

Downstream  of  Conrail  Bridge _  *112 

Upstream  of  North  Avenue _  *119 

Approximately  53(7  downstream  of  Spruce  Street _  *125 

Tributary  A _ _ _ Confluence  with  French  Stream _  *71 

Downstream  of  Levin  Road _ _ _  *79 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Rockland  Town  Selectmen.  242  Union  Street  Rockland,  Massachusetts. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  George  R.  Ballard,  Chairman  of  the  Rockland  Board  of  Selectmen.  242  Union  Street  Rockland,  Massachusetts  02370. 


Minnesota . .  (C)  Hayfieid,  Dodge  County _ _ _ East  Fork  Cedar  River _ _  Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  56 _  *1.302 

About  50  feet  upstream  ot  3rd  Avenue  S.W. _  *1,306 

About  100  feet  upstream  of  Chicago  and  North  West-  *1,312 
ern  railroad. 

-  About  100  feet  downstream  of  1st  Street  Southeast _  *1,314 

Just  downstream  of  2nd  Street  Northeast _  *  1 ,322 

South  Tributary _ ... . . . .  About  520  feet  upstream  of  confluence  with  East  Fork  *1,314 

Cedar  River  (just  upstream  of  Field  Road). 

Just  downstream  of  6th  Avenue  Southeast _  *1,326 

North  Tributary _ At  confluence  with  East  Fork  Cedar  River _  *1.302 

Just  upstream  of  Chicago  and  North  Western  railroad....  *1,314 
At  upstream  corporate  limits. . . .  *1,323 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  P.O.  Box  53.  Hayfieid,  Minnesota. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  David  Heiberg,  Mayor,  City  of  Hayfieid.  City  Hall.  P.O.  Box  53.  Hayfieid.  Minnesota  55940. 


Minnesota _ _ _ ..........  (Uninc.)  Houston  County . . ....... . .  Mississippi  River... _ ... _ _ _  Downstream  state  boundary - - -  *635 

About  0.5  mile  downstream  of  confluence  of  Root  *640 

River. 


Upstream  county  boundary. 


*645 
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State 


City/town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


#  Depth  in 
feet  above 

ground, 
levation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Pine  Creek. 


Crooked  Creek . 


Thompson  Creek 


Root  River. 


South  Fork  Root  River 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Houston  County  Courthouse,  Caledonia,  Minnesota. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  M.  R.  Summers,  Chairman  of  the  County  Board  of  Commissioners.  Houston  County,  Houston  County  Courthouse,  Caledonia,  Minnesota  55921. 


Minnesota .  (C)  Jordan  Scott  County... . . . „, . Sand  Creek . About  0.8  mile  downstream  Syndicate  Street . 

About  2,200  feet  downstream  Syndicate  Street _ _ 

About  100  feet  upstream  Syndicate  Street _ ... 

About  80  feet  upstream  U.S.  Highway  169 _ 

Just  upstream  Varner  Street . 

Just  upstream  Rice  Street _ 

About  250  feet  upstream  Chicago  and  North  Western 
railroad  (2nd  crossing). 

Just  upstream  dam _ _ _ ... _ _ 

Just  upstream  State  Highway  21 _ ...... 

Just  upstream  Chicago  and  North  Western  railroad 
(3rd  crossing). 

Just  upstream  County  Road  61 _ 

About  1000  feet  upstream  County  Road  61 _ _ _ 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Jordan  Government  Center,  210  East  1st  Street,  Jordan,  Minnesota. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Gail  Anderson,  Mayor,  City  of  Jordan,  Jordan  Government  Center,  210  East  1st  Street,  Jordan,  Minnesota  55352. 


Minnesota . . (C)  Kasson,  Dodge  County _ Masten  Creek _ _ _ At  downstream  corporate  limits . 

Just  upstream  of  2nd  Avenue  southwest . . 

At  upstream  corporate  limits . 

Masten  Creek  Tributary _ _ _ _  At  mouth  at  Masten  Creek..... _ _ _ _ _ 

About  250  feet  downstream  of  Mantorville  Avenue 
South. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  172  West  Main  Street,  Kasson,  Minnesota. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Joel  Gronert,  Mayor,  City  of  Kasson.  City  Hall,  172  West  Main  Street,  Kasson,  Minnesota  55944. 


Just  upstream  of  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and 
Pacific  Railroad. 

Just  upstream  of  Unnamed  Road  (located  about  0.5 
mile  upstream  of  State  Route  16). 

Just  upstream  of  County  Highway  25 - 

About  0.5  mile  downstream  of  State  Highway  249 . 

Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  249 _ _ _ .... 

About  1.1  miles  upstream  of  State  Highway  249 . 

About  1300  feet  downstream  of  County  Highway  18 . 

About  650  feet  downstream  of  County  Highway  18 - 

Just  downstream  of  County  Road _ _ 

Just  upstream  of  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  SL  Paul  and 
Pacific  Railroad  (downstream  of  State  Highway  26). 

Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  16. _ _ _ .......... 

About  0.5  mile  downstream  of  State  Highway  25 . . . 

About  1.4  miles  downstream  of  confluence  of  South 
Fork  Root  River. 

About  500  feet  upstream  of  State  Highway  76 . . 

About  2.0  miles  upstream  of  State  Highway  76 _ _ 

Confluence  with  Root  River _ _ _ 

Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  16 . . 

About  3.05  miles  upstream  of  State  Highway  16 _ 


New  Jersey .  Hammonton,  Town,  Atlantic  County _ _ _ _  Cedar  Brook _ _ _ _ _ Wharton  State  Forest  Boundary 

Upstream  Middle  Road . 

Route  206 . 

Liberty  Street _ 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Town  Hall,  Third  Street  and  Central  Avenue,  Hammonton,  New  Jersey. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Russell  P.  Clark,  Mayor  of  the  Town  of  Hammonton,  Third  Street  and  Central  Avenue.  Hammonton,  New  Jersey  08037. 


New  Jersey. .  Millstone,  Township,  Monmouth  County _ _  Millstone  River .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits _ _ 

Upstream  side  of  Old  State  Route  33 . ....... 

Approximately  8,875'  upstream  of  Old  State  Route  33... 

Upstream  side  of  Baird  Road _ 

Upstream  side  of  Roberts  Road . . 

Approximately  4,730'  upstream  of  Roberts  Road . 

Rocky  Brook  (Upstream  portion) .  Approximately  2,240'  downstream  of  Perrineville  Road... 

Downstream  side  of  Perrineville  Road _ 

Downstream  side  of  Sweetmans  Lane _ ... 

Rocky  Brook  (Downstream  portion)..  Disbrow  Hi#  Road . 

Approximately  4,500'  upstream  Disbrow  Hill  Road _ ..... 

Toms  River -  Monmouth  Road  (Downstream  Corporate  Limits) . 

Approximately  1,675'  upstream  of  Squan  Road . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Township  Clerk,  Millstone  Road,  Millstone,  New  Jersey. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Charles  Abate,  Mayor  of  Millstone,  R.D.  2,  Box  143,  Englishtown,  New  Jersey  07726. 


New  Jersey .  Monroe,  Township,  Gloucester  County 


— .  Fourmiie  Branch . . . .....  Confluence  with  Great  Egg  Harbor  River _ _ 

Approximately  325'  upstream  from  Malaga-New  Brook¬ 
lyn  Road. 

Upstream  side  of  Fourmiie  Road  Bridge _ 

Downstream  side  of  Williamstown  New  Fredon  Road 
Bridge. 

Corporate  Limits _ .......... _ 

Upstream  side  of  Sharp  Road  Bridge _ _ _ 

Upstream  side  of  Access  Road  Bridge _ 


•645 

*654 

*665 

•668 

•674 

*691 

*671 

*675 

*682 

*644 

•652 

•668 

*676 

*688 

*692 

•679 

*680 

*690 


*734 

*740 

*744 

*751 

*761 

*766 

*772 

*782 

*788 

*792 

*799 

*801 


1,226 

1,236 

1,247 

1,232 

1,240 


•60 

*66 

*73 

*83 


*118 

*123 

*136 

*142 

*151 

*160 

*142 

*148 

*157 

*106 

*111 

*150 

*158 


*104 

*108 

*118 

*121 

*131 

*86 

*93 


Hospitality  Branch. 
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Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 

A  Depth  in 
feet  above 

State 

City/town/county  Source  of  flooding 

Location 

ground 
'Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Upstream  side  of  Whitehall  Road  Bridge _  *100 

Upstream  side  of  dam  upstream  of  Whitehall  Road  *105 


Bridge. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Township  Clerk,  266  South  Main  Street,  Monroe,  New  Jersey. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  John  E.  Luby.  Jr.,  Mayor  of  the  Township  of  Monroe,  266  South  Main  Street,  Monroe,  New  Jersey  08094. 


New  Jersey.. .  Ringwood,  Borough,  Passaic  County — .  West  Brook . West  Brook  Road _  *306 

Downstream  Spillway  (USGS  Gage  01386000) _  *328 

Confluence  with  Burnt  Meadow  Brook _ _ _ _  *341 

Upstream  side  of  Magee  Road _  *349 

Approximately  1,844  feet  upstream  of  Magee  Road _  *370 

Downstream  side  of  Footbridge  approximately  3,000  *391 

feet  upstream  of  Magee  Road. 

Approximately  1,500  feet  upstream  of  Footbridge _  *454 

Upstream  corporate  limits _  *509 

Burnt  Meadow  Brook - ......  Confluence  with  West  Brook _  *341 

Approximately  2,000  feet  upstream  of  confluence  with  *368 

West  Brook. 

Upstream  side  of  Magee  Road _  *374 

Approximately  1,800  feet  upstream  of  Magee  Road _  *386 

Upstream  side  of  Footbridge  approximately  3,588  feet  *395 

upstream  of  Magee  Road. 

Approximately  1,945  feet  upstream  of  Footbridge _  *437 

Approximately  2,315  feet  upstream  of  Footbridge _  *453 

Approximately  2,920  feet  upstream  of  Footbridge _  *520 

Approximately  4,065  feet  upstream  of  Footbridge _  *571 

Confluence  with  Burnt  Meadow  Brook  Branch  5 _  *600 

Approximately  1,200  feet  upstream  of  confluence  with  *628 

Burnt  Meadow  Brook  Branch  5. 

Upstream  corporate  Kmits _ _ _ _ _  *644 

Burnt  Meadow  Brook  Branch  5 -  Confluence  with  Burnt  Meadow  Brook _  *600 

Downstream  side  of  Art  Street _  *624 

Upstream  side  of  Harrison  Mt  Lake  Spillway _  *637 

Downstream  side  of  Woodside  Avenue _  *664 

Approximately  610  feet  upstream  of  Woodside  Avenue ..  *689 

Erskine  Brook . Confluence  with  Wanaque  Reservoir _  *305 

Upstream  side  of  spillway  approximately  740  feet  *311 

upstream  of  confluence. 

Skyline  Drive _  *333 

Approximately  1,068  feet  upstream  of  Skyline  Drive _  *398 

Downstream  side  of  downstream  crossing  of  Lakeview  *471 

Avenue. 

Upstream  side  of  Erskine  Lake  Spillway _  *485 

Downstream  3ide  of  upstream  crossing  of  Lakeview  ‘491 

Avenue.  . 

Approximately  1,425  feet  upstream  of  Upper  Erskine  *509 

Spillway. 

Cupsaw  Brook - -  Confluence  with  Wanaque  Reservoir _  *305 

50  feet  upstream  of  Spillway  (USGS  Gage  01385000)....  *310 

Downstream  side  of  Carttondale  Road _  *346 

Upstream  side  of  Cupsaw  Lake  Spillway _  *390 

Upstream  side  of  Cupsaw  Drive. _  *395 

,  Approximately  370  feet  upstream  of  Cupsaw  Drive _  *406 

Cupsaw  Brook  Branch  1 -  Confluence  with  Cupsaw  Brook _  *307 

Upstream  side  of  Drop  Spillway  approximately  780  *316 

feet  upstream  of  confluence. 

Upstream  side  of  Birch  Place _ *321 

Upstream  side  of  Drop  Spillway  by  Zuk  Place. .  *332 

.  Upstream  side  of  Carletondale  Road _  *351 

Approximately  1,100  feet  upstream  of  Carletondale  *404 

Road. 

Cupsaw  Brook  Branch  2 .  Confluence  with  Cupsaw  Brook...™—.. _  *390 

Upstream  side  of  Cupsaw  Drive. _  *407 

Downstream  side  of  Woodland  Road _  *427 

Upstream  side  of  Skyiapds  Road _  *442 

Approximately  55  feet  upstream  of  Skylands  Road _  *445 

Cupsaw  Brook  Branch  3 . Confluence  with  Cupsaw  Brook _  *387 

Upstream  side  of  Cupsaw  Drive _ *397 

Upstream  side  of  Stetson  Road . *470 

Downstream  side  of  Skylands  Road _  *502 

Approximately  55  feet  upstream  of  Skylands  Road .  *505 

Cupsaw  Brook  Branch  4 _ ....  Confluence  with  Cupsaw  Brook _  *393 

Upstream  side  of  Cupsaw  Drive. _ _  *399 

Downstream  side  of  Kraft  Place _ _ _  *433 

Approximately  877  feet  upstream  of  Kraft  Place..- .  *472 

Ringwood  Creek - Confluence  with  Wanaque  Reservoir.... _  *305 

Upstream  side  of  Spillway  (USGS  Gage  01384500) .  *307 

Upstream  side  of  Margaret  King  Avenue..- .  *318 

Downstream  side  of  Green  Camp  Lake  Spillway _  *326 

Downstream  side  of  Farm  Road _  *332 

At  Ringwood  Manor  State  Park  boundary _  *336 

Ringwood  Creek  Branch  t _  Confluence  with  Ringwood  Creek _ _ _  *320 

Approximately  650  feet  upstream  of  confluence  with  *324 

Ringwood  Creek. 

Approximately  35  feet  upstream  side  of  Stoatsburg 
Road. 


*339 
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Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


State 


City/town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


It  Depth  in 
feet  above 
ground. 
'Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Meadow  Brook 


Stephens  Lake  Brook 


Stephens  Lake  Brook  Branch  1 


Stephens  Lake  Brook  Branch  2 


Meadow  Brook  Branch  2. 


High  Mountain  Brook 


Upstream  side  of  Reservoir  Culvert . 

Upstream  side  of  Spillway  (USGS  Gage  01384000) . 

Upstream  side  of  Stonetown  Road . 

Approximately  4,200  feet  upstream  of  Stonetown  Road- 

Downstream  corporate  limits . 

Upstream  side  of  Lower  Skyline  Lakes  Spillway—. . . 

Approximately  550  feet  upstream  of  confluence  with 
High  Mountain  Brook. 

Downstream  corporate  limits . 

Upstream  side  of  Bridge  at  confluence  with  Stephens 
Lake  Brook  Branch  1. 

Upstream  corporate  limits . 

Approximately  700  feet  downstream  of  Poe  Avenue . 

Downstream  side  of  Poe  Avenue . 

Upstream  side  of  Poe  Avenue . 

Approximately  720  feet  upstream  of  Poe  Avenue . 

Confluence  with  Stephens  Lake  Brook . 

Downstream  side  of  Driveway  440  feet  upstream  of 
confluence. 

Upstream  side  of  Footbridge  approximately  722  fee 
upstream  of  confluence. 

Corporate  limits  at  Conklintown  Road . 

Corporate  limits  downstream  side  of  Poplar  Drive . 

Upstream  side  of  Poplar  Drive . 

Approximately  1,965  feet  upstream  of  Poplar  Drive . 

Confluence  with  Meadow  Brook  at  Lower  Skyline  Lake .. 

Upstream  side  of  Skyline  Lakes  Drive . 

Approximately  955  feet  upstream  of  Hidden  Valley 
Lake  Drop  Spillway. 

Confluence  with  Meadow  Brook  at  Upper  Skyline  Lake .. 

Downstream  side  of  Skyline  Lakes  Drive . 

Downstream  side  of  Skyline  Drive . 

James  Drive  (Unimproved) . . 

Approximately  1,575  feel  upstream  of  James  Drive 
(Unimproved). 

Approximately  3,261  feet  upstream  of  James  Drive 
(Unimproved). 

Approximately  4,171  feet  upstream  of  James  Drive 
(Unimproved). 

Approximately  6,260  feet  upstream  of  James  Drive 
(Unimproved). 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Ringwood  Municipal  Building,  60  Margaret  King  Avenue,  Ringwood,  New  Jersey. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  C.  William  Hoffman,  Mayor  of  the  Borough  of  Ringwood,  Municipal  Building,  60  Margaret  King  Avenue,  Ringwood,  New  Jersey  07456. 


New  Jersey .  Winslow,  Township.  Camden  County . . .  Fourmile  Branch .  Confluence  with  Great  Egg  Harbor  River . 

Upstream  Fourmile  Branch  Road . . - . 

Upstream  Williamstown  New  Freedom  Road— . . . 

880'  upstream  Access  Road _ _ _ 

Great  Egg  Harbor  River .  Upstream  New  Brunswick  Cedar  Brook  Road . 

Upstream  Williamstown  New  Freedom  Road . 

Binker  Avenue  extended _ _ _ _ 

Oownstream  Conrail . 

Pump  Branch .  Upstream  Waterford  Blue  Anchor  Road . 

Upstream  Dam  No.  2  upstream  from  Waterford-Blue 
.  Anchor  Road. 

Upstream  Barrett  Avenue . 

Upstream  State  Route  73 . . . 

Upstream  Old  Cedar  Brook  Road . 

Downstream  Conrail  (second  crossing) . . . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Township  Clerk,  Municipal  Building,  Route  73,  Braddock,  New  Jersey. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Dominic  A.  Maiese.  Mayor  of  the  Township  of  Winslow.  Municipal  Building,  Route  73,  Braddock,  New  Jersey  08037. 


New  Jersey -  Woodland,  Township.  Burlington  County . . .  Burr's  Mill .  7,200'  upstream  of  downstream  Corporate  Limits . 

••  15,025' upstream  of  downstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

„  Shinns  Branch .  Confluence  with  Bisphams  Mill  Creek _ _ 

2,870'  upstream  confluence  with  Bisphams  Mill  Creek  — 

West  Branch  Wading  River .  Upstream  State  Route  532 . 

Upstream  State  Route  563 . . . . . 

Downstream  Access  Road . 

Downstream  Lebanon  State  Forest  Boundary . 

Bisphams  Mill  Creek.. .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits . 

Downstream  Coopers  Road . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  office  of  the  Township  Clerk,  Third  and  Main  Streets,  Chatsworth,  New  Jersey  08019. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  John  Bunker,  Mayor  of  the  Township  of  Woodland,  P.O.  Box  387,  Chatsworth,  New  Jersey  08019. 


700'  downstream  of  Lawrence  Road 

Lawton  Road  (Upstream) . 

2,400'  upstream  of  Lake  Road . 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Douglas  E.  Cunningham.  Supervisor  of  the  Town  of  Clarkson,  Town  Hall,  3710  Lake  Road,  Clarkson.  New  York  14430. 


New  York . . .  Clarkson.  Town.  Monroe  County . . .  Moorman  Creek 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Town  Half,  3710  Lake  Road,  Clarkson,  New  York. 


*306 

•312 

*321 

•332 

•261 

*271 

•283 

•269 

•278 

*316 

•495 

*508 

*513 

•519 

*311 

*344 

*351 

•363 

*456 

•465 

•495 

*272 

•280 

*291 

*283 

*287 

*369 

•431 

*526 

•581 

*598 

•678 


*104 

•118 

*122 

*132 

*108 

*124 

*134 

*139 

•99 

•104 

*107 

*117 

•120 

•125 


*77 

*85 

*92 

•94 

•88 

•95 

•108 

*117 

*88 

*92 


•331 

*351 

•357 


New  York 


...  Haverstraw.  Town,  Rockland  County. 


Hudson  River.. 
Mahwah  River 


Entire  shoreline  within  community 

Downstream  Corporate  Limits . 

Upstream  of  Mohawk  Lane . 


•8 

*424 

v.37 
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Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


Stale 


City /town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


*Depth  in 
feet  above 
ground. 
‘Elevation 


in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Downstream  of  dam  (1st  upstream  crossing) _  *448 

Upstream  of  dam  (1st  upstream  crossing) _  *453 

Dam  (3rd  upstream  crossing) _ _ _ _ _  *462 

Minisceongo  Creek.. . Confluence  with  Hudson  River _  *8 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _  *12 

Approximately  12,500'  above  confluence  with  Hudson  *179 

River. 

Downstream  of  Dam _ *180 

Upstream  of  Dam _  *204 

Approximately  1,600'  upstream  of  dam _  *210 

Approximately  4,750' upstream  of  dam _  *260 

Upstream  of  Rosman  Road _  *282 

Downstream  of  Dam _  *284 

Upstream  of  Dam _  *294 

Approximately  2,800'  upstream  of  Dam _ *334 

South  Branch  Minisceongo  Creek Approximately  600  downstream  of  Palisades  Interstate  *378 

Parkway. 

Approximately  2,500'  upstream  of  Palisades  Interstate  *385 

Parkway. 

Quaker  Road _ *394 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _  *395 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Town  Haft,  Building  Department.  41  Main  Street,  Haverstraw.  New  York  10927. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Philip  Rotella.  Supervisor  of  the  Town  of  Haverstraw,  Town  Hall.  41  Main  Sheet,  Haverstraw,  New  York  10927. 


New  York...;. .  Lysander,  Town.  Onondaga  County .  Cross  Lake _  Entire  Shoreline  within  Town  of  Lysander _  *382 

Seneca  River -  Confluence  with  Oneida  and  Oswego  Rivers. _ _  *368 

Upstream  of  State  Route  31 _  *369 

Upstream  of  State  Route  370 _  *371 

Upstream  of  State  Route  48 _  *379 

Upstream  of  PlainviHe  Road _  *381 

Confluence  with  Cross  Lake _  *382 

Oswego  River _ _ _  Downstream  Corporate  Limits _  *364 

Confluence  with  Seneca  and  Oneida  Rivers. _ _  *368 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Town  Hall.  6  Lock  Street,  Lysander,  New  York. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  James  H.  VanWie,  Supervisor  of  the  Town  of  Lysander,  Town  Hafl.  6  Lock  Street  Baldwinsville.  New  York  13027. 


New  York .  North  Tonawanda,  City.  Niagara  County .  Niagara  River-Tonawanda  Channel .. 

Downstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

•569 

•571 

Tonawanda  Creek . 

Confluence  with  Niagara  Tonawanda  Channel _ 

Approximately  4,300’  upstream  of  Twin  Cities  Memori¬ 
al  Highway. 

*571 

*572 

*573 

*573 

*573 

*573 

•573 

*575 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Engineer's  Office.  City  Hall,  North  Tonawanda,  New  York. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Elizabeth  Hoffman,  Mayor  of  the  City  of  North  Tonawanda,  City  Hall,  Payne  Avenue,  North  Tonawanda,  New  York  14120. 

*573 

•582 

*576 

5,870'  upstream  of  confluence  with  Tonawanda  Creek ... 

•576 

•576 

Confluence  with  Tonawanda  Creek . . . 

•580 

•581 

•581 

•573 

*583 

*593 

*603 

*589 

*597 

*606 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Town  Hall,  6570  Campbell  Boulevard.  Lockport.  New  York. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Larry  Chapman.  Supervisor  of  the  Town  of  Pendleton.  Town  Haft.  6570  Campbell  Boulevard,  Lockport,  New  York  14094. 

New  York .  Somerset,  Town,  Niagara  County. 


Golden  Hid  Creek 


Fish  Creek 


Downstream  Corporate  Limits..... _ _ _ 

Upstream  of  Lower  Lake  Road.... _ _ _ _ _ 

2,350'  upstream  second  crossing  Carmen  Road _ 

800’  downstream  third  crossing  Carmen  Road . . 

2.000'  upstream  Third  crossing  Carmen  Road _ 

Downstream  State  Route  18_.„ _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits  first  crossing . 

Downstream  Hartland  Road _ 

4,690'  upstream  West  Somerset  Road . . . . 

Downstream  Homser  Road _ _ _ 

Homser  Road _ 

Confluence  with  Lake  Ontario  downstream  Lower  Lake 
Road. 

120'  upstream  Lower  Lake  Road.... . 


*266 

*276 

*286 

*296 

*306 

*316 

*326 

*337 

*347 

*353 

*355 

*258 

*265 


18734 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  58  /  Thursday,  March  26.  1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


State 


City/town/county 


Source  ot  Hooding 


Location 


#  Depth  in 
teet  above 
ground. 
'Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Town  Clerk,  Town  Halt.  87  Haight  Road,  Barker.  New  York. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Stanley  C.  Ralph,  Supervisor  of  the  Town  of  Somerset,  87  Haight  Road,  Barker,  New  York  14012. 


Oklahoma . . .  City  of  Ardmore.  Carter  County . . . . . . .  West  Anadaiche  Creek .  Just  upstream  of  Highway  775 . 

Just  upstream  of  Springdale  Road . 

Sand  Creek  Tributary  B . .  Just  downstream  of  Dam  (Lake  Carter  #\) . 

Just  upstream  of  Dam  (Lake  Carter  #1) . 

Just  upstream  of  ReFinery  Road . 

Hickory  Creek .  Just  upstream  of  Myall  Road . 

Just  upstream  of  Plainview  Road . 

Hickory  Creek  Tributary  A .  Just  upstream  of  Veron  Road . . . 

Hickory  Creek  Tributary  B _ _  Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  70. . 

Just  downstream  of  O  Street . 

Hickory  Creek  Tributary  C . Just  upstream  of  Atchinson  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 

Railway. 

Caddo  Creek  Tributary  A . Just  downstream  of  Woods  Lane . 

-  Just  upstream  of  Woods  Lane . 

Caddo  Creek  Tributary  B....................  Approximately  400  feet  upstream  of  mouth . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  Engineer  and  Planning  Office,  City  Hall,  23  South  Washington  Street,  Ardmore,  Oklahoma  73401. 

Send  comments  to  Mayor  John  Miller  or  Mr.  David  Pence,  City  Manager,  City  Hall.  23  South  Washington  Street,  Ardmore,  Oklahoma  73401 . 


Oregon .  Lyons  (City)  Linn  County . . .  North  Santiam  River . .  Upstream  side  of  the  intersection  of  State  Highway  26 

and  the  channel. 

Approximately  400  feet  north  of  the  intersection  of 
North  14th  Street  and  East  Dogwood  Street. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Hall,  449  5th  Street,  Lyons,  Oregon. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Effie  Anderson,  P.O.  Box  81,  Lyons,  Oregon  97358. 


Pennsylvania .  Chapman,  Township  Snyder  County . . . .  Susquehanna  River .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits  (Extended) . 

Approximately  12,000'  upstream  of  the  downstream 

—  Corporate  Limits  (Extended). 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits  (Extended) . 

West  Mahantango  Creek .  Downstream  side  of  Township  Route  347  Bridge . 

Approximately  3,000'  upstream  of  Township  Route  347 
Bridge. 

Upstream  side  of  State  Route  104  Bridge . . 

North  Branch  Mahantango  Creek' .  Downstream  side  of  Oriental  Road  Bridge . 

Approximately  4,000’  upstream  of  Oriental  Road 
Bridge. 

.  Upstream  side  of  Township  Route  344  Bridge . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Township  Building,  Old  Route  11-15,  Chapman,  Pennsylvania. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  William  Houser,  Chairman  of  the  Chapman  Board  of  Supervisors,  R.D.  1.  Port  Trevorton,  Pennsylvania  17864. 


Pennsylvania .  Middlecreek,  Township  Snyder  County . „ . . .  Middle  Creek . . .  Downstream  of  Conrail . . 

Upstream  U.S.  Route  522 . . . . 

Private  Road  (extended) . . . ™ . 

Tributary  1 .  Confluence  with  Middle  Creek . 

Upstream  T-458 . . . . . 

Approximately  715'  upstream  of  T-458 . . . 

Approximately  430'  upstream  of  Private  Road _ - _ 

Approximately  870'  upstream  of  Private  Road _ 

Approximately  i  .200'  upstream  of  Private  Road . . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  residence  of  the  Township  Secretary,  Mrs.  Aria  Heim,  R.D.  2,  Middleburg,  Pennsylvania. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Russel!  Roush.  Jr..  Chairman  of  the  Middlecreek  Board  of  Supervisors,  R.D.  2,  Middleburg,  Pennsylvania  17842. 


Pennsylvania . . .  South  Lebanon,  Township,  Lebanon  County . .  Hazel  Dyke  Creek .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits . 

Upstream  Klein  Avenue . 

Upstream  Fonderwhite  Road  (Downstream  crossing) _ 

Downstream  Fonderwhite  Road  (Upstream  crossing) . 

Upstream  East  Evergreen  Road . 

Downstream  Legislative  Route  38016 . 

Downstream  Conrail . 

Upstream  Conrail . . . 

Approximately  460'  downstream  of  Private  Drive... . 

Downstream  of  Private  Drive . . . 

Approximately  100'  upstream  of  Legislative  Route 
38016. 

Upstream  of  first  access  road _ ... _ _ 

Upstream  of  second  access  road . 

Upstream  Pa  Route  419 _ ........... _ ......... _ 

Upstream  Wagon  Path . . . 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . . . . . 

Tributary  1 . Confluence  with  Hazel  Dyke  Creek...™. _ _ _ _ 

Approximately  1,340'  upstream  of  East  Evergreen 
Road. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Township  Municipal  Building,  South  Lebanon,  Pennsylvania.  * 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Paul  Krause,  Chairman  of  the  South  Lebanon  Board  of  Supervisors,  1800  South  5th  Avenue,  Lebanon.  Pennsylvania  17042. 


Pennsylvania .  Waterford,  Township.  Erie  County .  LeBoeuf  Creek .  Approximately  18  mile  downstream  of  U.S.  Route  19.... 

Upstream  of  U  S.  Route  19 . 

Upstream  of  Wattsburg  Road . 

,  Upstream  of  Conrail  crossing  located  approximately 

.29  mile  upstream  of  Depot  Road. 


*761 

*793 

*796 

"817 

•826 

•810 

•831 

•801 

*828 

*845 

•842 

*772 

*777 

•772 


*619 


•635 


*409 

*416 

*420 

*409 

*417 

*428 

*428 

*438 


*450 


*463 

•469 

•471 

*469 

*476 

"487 

‘498 

•509 

*522 


•479 

*482 

*494 

*503 

*511 

*521 

*536 

•543 

*552 

*559 

*564 

*581 

*587 

•597 

*615 

"632 

*499 

"505 


•1,175 

•1,178 

*1,189 

*1,194 
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Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


City/town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


#  Depth  m 
feet  above 
ground 
'Elevation 
in  feet 


(NGVD) 


Upstream  Conrail  crossing . . . . . .  *1,205 

Approximately  .28  mile  upstream  of  Conrail  Bridge _ ...  *1,206 

Maps  available  for  Inspection  at  the  Waterford  Township  Building,  R.O.  1.  Waterford,  Pennsylvania. 


Send  comments  to  Honorable  Howard  Proctor,  Chairman  of  the  Waterford  Board  of  Supervisors,  Township  Building,  R.  D.  1,  Circuit  Road,  Waterford,  Pennsylvania  16441. 


•116 

Upstream  of  Conrail . 

•126 

Just  downstream  of  Woonsocket  Falls  Dam . . 

•135 

Just  upstream  of  Woonsocket  Falls  Dam . 

*151 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . 

•160 

Mill  River . . 

Approximately  1,200’  upstream  of  confluence  with 
Blackstone  River. 

•130 

Just  upstream  of  Priviledge  Street. . 

*141 

Upstream  of  1st  dam  downstream  of  Diamond  Hill 
Road. 

•151 

Upstream  of  2nd  dam  downstream  of  Diamond  Hill 
Road. 

M58 

Upstream  of  3rd  dam  downstream  of  Diamond  Hill 

•165 

Road. 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . 

•171 

Peters  River . — .  . 

Approximately  1,180'  upstream  of  confluence  with 

•134 

Blackstone  River. 

Just  downstream  of  Mill  Street . . . 

•144 

Upstream  of  Guerin  Spinning  Dam . 

*155 

Approximately  900'  upstream  of  Guerin  Spinning  Dam.... 

*165 

Approximately  60-  downstream  of  unnamed  Dam . 

•176 

Downstream  of  Wood  Avenue . 

*181 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . 

*188 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  City  Engineer,  City  Hall,  169  Main  Street,  Woonsocket  Rhode  Island. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Gerard  J.  Bouley,  Mayor  of  Woonsocket  City  Hall,  169  Main  Street  Woonsocket,  Rhode  Island  02895. 

Vermont .  Fairfax,  Town,  Franklin  County _  Lamoille  River - ....  Downstream  Corporate  Limits _ .....  *322 

Approximately  1,650'  upstream  of  confluence  with  *332 

Swift  Brook. 

Approximately  150’  downstream  of  confluence  with  *342 

.  Browns  River. 

Upstream  of  State  Route  104 _ _  *347 

Approximately  600'  downstream  of  Fairfax  Falls  Dam  —  *355 

Upstream  of  Fairfax  Falls  Dam _ _ _ _  *431 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits....— _ _ _ _ _ _  *442 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Fairfax  Town  Clerk’s  Office.  Fairfax,  Vermont 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Albert  W.  Rich,  Chairman  of  the  Fairfax  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town  Offices,  Fairfax,  Vermont  05454. 


Vermont .  Milton,  Town,  Chittenden  County - - -  Lamoille  River _ Confluence  with  Lake  Champlain. - - 

Approximately  300'  upstream  of  U.S.  Route  2 _ _ 

Downstream  of  Peterson  Dam _ _ _ _ _ 

Upstream  of  Peterson  Dam _ _ _ 

Approximately  750'  downstream  of  Great  Falls  Dam _ 

Approximately  500'  downstream  of  Great  Falls  Dam  .„... 
Approximately  175’  downstream  of  Great  Falls  Dam  ...... 

Approximately  100  upstream  of  Great  Falls  Dam _ _ 

Downstream  of  Clark  Falls  Dam _ 

Upstream  of  Clark  FaUs  Dam - - - - — - 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ _ _ 

Lake  Champlain _ _  Entire  shoreline  within  community _ _ _ _ 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Milton  Town  Offices,  Main  Street,  Milton,  VermonL 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Thomas  E.  Duff,  Milton  Town  Manager,  Main  StreeL  Milton,  Vermont  05468. 

Virginia .  Fauquier  County . . . . . .  Tinpost  Run  (overland  flooding) ........  Intersection  of  Southern  Railway  and  southwest  corpo¬ 

rate  limits  of  Town  of  Remington. 

Intersection  of  State  Route  651  and  the  northwest 
corporate  limit  of  the  Town  of  Remington. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  County  Administrator,  40  Culpepper  Street,  Warrenton,  Virginia. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Steve  Crosby,  County  Administrator,  40  Culpepper  Street,  Warrenton,  Virginia  22186. 

Washington .  South  Prairie  (Town),  Pierce  County . .  South  Prairie  Creek .  200  feet  upstream  from  center  of  State  Route  162 _ 

Intersection  of  stream  and  eastern  corporate  limits _ _ 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  City  Hall.  South  Prairie,  Washington 

Send  comments  to  the  Honorable  Layne  Ross,  P.O.  Box  F,  South  Prairie.  Washington  98386. 

Washington . . .  Yakima  (City).  Yakima  County . . . . . . .  Yakima  River....—. _ _ _  Intersection  of  Interstate  Highway  82  and  Burlington 

Northern  Railroad. 

,  Wide  Hollow  Creek _ _  40  feet  downstream  from  center  of  South  24th  Avenue 

'  Bachelor  Creek _ .......... _ _ 20  feet  downstream  from  center  of  Airport  Road  South 

Access. 

Spring  Creek  1 _ _ — ... _ .......  At  upstream  end  of  culvert  under  north/south  runway 

of  Yakima  Municipal  Airport 

Spring  Creek  1  Tributary  1 . .  At  confluence  with  Spring  Creek _ _ _ 

Spring  Creek  1  Tributary  2 . . . .  50  feet  upstream  from  center  of  West  Washington 

Avenue 

Maps  available  tor  inspection  at  Planning  Department  City  Hall,  129  N.  2nd  Street  Yakima,  Washington 
Send  comments  to  Honorable  Betty  Edmondson,  129  N.  2nd  Street  Yakima,  Washington  98901. 


•102 

*106 

*113 

*154 

*163 

*197 

*237 

*257 

*270 

*290 

*291 

*102 


*277 


•277 


*437 

•447 


*1.049 

*1.065 

*1.063 

*1,050 

*14)78 

*1.105 
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Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


City/town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


#  Depth  in 
feet  above 
ground. 
‘Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Wisconsin .  (C)  Franklin,  Milwaukee  County -  Root  River . . At  South  27th  Street.... .  *677 

,  At  West  South  County  Line  Road  located  about  1.65  *680 

miles  downstream  of  South  60th  Street. 

At  South  60th  Street . .  *682 

Just  upstream  of  West  Ryan  Road .  "686 

At  confluence  of  East  Branch  Root  River . .'. . .  *694 

Just  downstream  of  West  Rawson  Avenue . .  *703 

*  At  the  corporate  limits  located  about  0.45  mile  down-  *704 

stream  of  State  Highway  36. 

At  the  most  upstream  corporate  limits  located  about  *708 

0.6  mile  upstream  of  South  76th  Street. 

East  Branch  Root  River . .  At  the  mouth — . . . . . . . .  "694 

Approximately  0.37  mile  downstream  of  South  51st  *705 

Street. 

Just  upstream  of  South  51st  Street . — ...  *716 

Just  upstream  of  West  Drexel  Avenue . .  *717 

Approximately  0.56  mile  downstream  of  West  Rawson  *734 

Avenue. 

Just  upstream  of  West  Rawson  Avenue . - . .  *746 

Approximately  0.06  mile  downstream  of  the  confluence  *752 

of  Woods  Creek. 

At  the  upstream  corporate  limits  located  at  West  *782 

College  Avenue. 

Tess  Comers  Creek . . .  Just  upstream  of  South  Lovers  Lane .  *740 

Just  upstream  of  Private  Drive  located  about  0.26  mile  *747 

upstream  of  South  Lovers  Lane. 

Just  downstream  of  West  Forest  Home  Avenue .  *758 

Just  upstream  of  North  Cape  Road _ _ _ _  *767 

At  the  upstream  corporate  limits  (county  boundary) .  *772 

Woods  Creek .  At  the  mouth . — . . . . .  *753 

At  the  upstream  corporate  limits  located  at  West  *758 

College  Avenue. 

Oak  Creek. . . . - .  At  the  downstream  corporate  limits  located  at  South  *693 

27th  Street 

Just  upstream  of  South  31st  Street _ _ _ _  ‘698 

Just  downstream  of  State  Highway  100 _ _ _ _ _  *709 

Just  upstream  of  State  Highway  100 . -  *712 

Approximately  0.1  mile  upstream  of  State  Highway  100..  *714 

Just  upstream  of  West  Southland  Drive . - . — .  *733 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  City  Clerk,  City  Hall,  9229  West  Loomis  Road,  Franklin,  Wisconsin. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Theodore  J.  Fadrow,  Mayor.  City  of  Franklin,  City  HalL  9229  West  Loomis  Road,  Franklin,  Wisconsin  53132. 

Wisconsin .  (V)  Howard  Brown  County... . . . . .... _  Buck  Creek.. _ ......_ _ _ At  mouth..™..™-..... . . . - .  *585 

Just  downstream  of  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  *588 

Pacific  Railroad. 

Just  upstream  corporate  limits.......™......... _ ........  *596 

Beaver  Dam  Creek...™™.™.™ .  At  mouth . . . . . . — ..........  *586 

Just  upstream  of  Taylor  Street . . .  *595 

About  200  feet  upstream  of  Green  Bay  and  Western  *610 

Railroad. 

At  upstream  corporate  limits .  *613 

Lancaster  Creek . - . - . —  At  mouth™...™.™ . . . . .  *585 

Just  downstream  of  Glendale  Avenue _ - . .  *593 

Just  upstream  of  HiHcrest  Drive.....................™ . .  *611 

Just  downstream  of  Shswano  Avenue .  *614 

About  0.54  mile  upstream  of  Shawano  Avenue .  *618 

Green  Bay _ ......................................  Within  the  corporate  limits......™.....™.™. .  *585 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  office  of  the  Village  Clerk,  Howard  Village  Hall,  2456  Glendale  Avenue,  Green  Bay,  Wisconsin. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Cyril  Cornell,  Village  PresidenL  Village  of  Howard.  Howard  Village  Had,  2456  Glendale  Avenue,  Green  Bay.  Wisconsin  54303. 

Wisconsin .  (V)  Kewaskum  Washington  County — . . „ . . . .  Milwaukee  River . .  About  0.8  mile  downstream  of  the  confluence  of  *933 

'  Kewaskum  Creek. 

,  Just  upstream  of  Kewaskum  Dam .  *937 

Upstream  corporate  limits..................................................™  *939 

North  Creek . . Just  upstream  of  confluence  with  Milwaukee  River..........  *939 

Just  upstream  of  Fond  Du  Lac  Avenue.™ _ _ _ _  *942 

Upstream  corporate  limits—, . —  *956 

Kewaskum  Creek . . .  Just  upstream  of  confluence  with  Milwaukee  River..........  *936 

•  Just  upstream  of  County  Highway  H— . *939 

Just  upstream  of  Kewaskum  Pond  outlet  structure .  *942 

Upstream  corporate  limits...™.......™™™™..™.™. _ ...........  *945 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  Administrator’s  Office,  Village  Hall,  204  1st  Street  Kewaskum,  Wisconsin. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Gerald  Stollenwerk,  Village  President  Village  of  Kewaskum,  Village  Hail,  204  1st  Street  Kewaskum.  Wisconsin  53040. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1966),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19387;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator) 

Issued:  March  11, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance  Administration. 

| PR  Doc.  81-9017  Filed  3-25-81:  8)45  am| 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Ch.  I 

ICC  Docket  No.  78-72-Phase  II] 

MTS  and  WATS  Market  Structure; 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Reply 
Comments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

action:  Proposed  Rule;  Extension  of 
reply  comment  period. 

SUMMARY:  General  Communication,  Inc. 
has  requested  a  seven  day  extension  of 
time  in  which  to  file  reply  comments  in 
the  MTS/WATS  Market  Structure 
Inquiry  (CC  Docket  78-72-Phase  II)  in 
order  to  permit  it  to  complete  its 
analysis  of  Alascom’s  revenue  and 
market  model. 

date:  Reply  comments  are  now  due  on 
or  before  March  25, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Douglas  L  Slotten,  Policy  and  Program 
Planning  Divison,  Common  Carrier 
Bureau,  (202)  632-9342. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Adopted:  March  17, 1981. 

Released:  March  17, 1981. 

By  the  Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau: 

1.  On  March  13, 1981,  General 
Communication,  Inc.  (“GCI”),  filed  a 
request  for  a  seven  day  extension  of 
time  in  which  to  file  reply  comments  in 
the  above-captioned  proceeding.  The 
request  would  extend  the  time  for  filing 
reply  comments  in  this  proceeding  from 
March  18, 1981,  to  March  25, 1981. 

2.  In  support  of  its  request,  GCI  states 
that  an  additional  week  will  permit  it  to 
complete  its  anlaysis  of  Alascom’s 
revenue  and  market  model;  that,  being 
located  in  Alaska,  it  can  make  a  special 
contribution  to  the  record  in  this 
proceeding;  and  that  the  additional 
week  will  help  offset  the  days  in 
communication  resulting  from  the 
distance  factors  involved. 

3.  We  conclude  that  the  grant  of  GCI’s 
request  will  serve  the  public  interest.  In 
a  proceeding  of  this  complexity,  the 
grant  of  an  additional  week  in  which  to 
complete  the  required  analysis  would 
appear  to  be  unlikely  to  harm  any  party, 
while  potentially  improving  the  record 


in  the  proceeding.  Furthermore,  Alascom 
has  stated  that  it  does  not  object  to  this 
short  extension. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  pursuant 
to  Sections  4(i)  and  5(d)(1)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  0.291  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  that  the  date  for 
filing  reply  comments  in  response  to  the 
Report  and  Third  Supplemental  Notice 
of  Inquiry  and  Proposed  Rulemaking  is 
extended  to  and  including  March  25, 
1981. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

)oseph  A.  Marino, 

Acting  Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

jFR  Doc.  81-9209  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  73 
[Docket  No.  80-201,  etc.) 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  North 
Charleston,  Eastover,  and  Ravenel, 
S.C.;  Elloree,  S.C.;  Mount  Pleasant, 
Parris  Island,  Manning,  Bamberg,  and 
Batesburg,  S.C.;  Johnston,  LeesviHe, 
Winnsboro  Mills,  Saluda,  Union,  and 
Batesburg,  S.C.;  Proposed  Changes  in 
Table  of  Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  action  consolidates  BC 
Docket  Nos.  80-201,  80-211,  and  80-213 
which  contemplate  FM  assignments  to 
North  Charleston,  Eastover,  Ravenel, 
Elloree,  Mt.  Pleasant,  Parris  Island, 
Manning,  Bamberg,  and  Batesburg, 

South  Carolina,  and  further  consolidates 
these  dockets  with  petitions  for  rule 
making  seeking  FM  channel  assignments 
to  Johnston,  Leesville,  Saluda,  Union, 
and  Winnsboro  Mills,  South  Carolina. 
The  petitions  were  filed  by  Edgefield 
Saluda  Radio  Company,  William  K. 
Durst,  Ridge  Broadcasting  Company  and 
Edward  L  B.  Osborne,  respectively. 
Several  alternative  FM  channel 
assignment  plans  are  presented  for 
comment  in  the  Further  Notice.  The 
licensees  of  FM  Stations  WWBD-FM, 
Bamberg,  South  Carolina,  and  WKWQ, 
Batesburg,  South  Carolina,  are  ordered 
to  show  cause  why  their  licenses  should 
not  be  modified. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  12, 1981,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  June  1, 1981. 


ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Michael  A.  McGregor  or  Molly  Pauker, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  Matter  of  Amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (North  Charleston, 
Eastover,1  and  Ravenel,1  South 
Carolina),  BC  Docket  No.  80-201,  RM- 
3249,  RM-3710;  Amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Elloree,  South 
Carolina),  BC  Docket  No.  80-211,  RM- 
3579;  Amendment  of  §  73.202(b),  Table 
of  Assignments,  FM  Broadcast  Stations. 
(Mount  Pleasant,  Parris  Island,1 
Manning,1  Bamberg,1  and  Batesburg,1 
South  Carolina),  BC  Docket  No.  80-213, 
RM-3406,  RM-3718,  RM-3719; 
Ameitdment  of  §  73.202(b),  Table  of 
Assignments,  FM  Broadcast  Stations. 
(Johnston,  Leesville,  Winnsboro  Mills, 
Saluda,  Union,  and  Batesburg,  South 
Carolina),  BC  Docket  No.  81-171,  RM- 
3518,  RM-3556,  RM-3613,  RM-3666,  RM- 
3771.  Further  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  and  Orders  To  Show  Cause. 

Adopted:  March  13, 1981. 

Released:  March  24, 1981. 

By  the  Chief,  Policy  and  Rules 
Division: 

1.  This  proceeding  consolidates  three 
Notices  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  in  the 
above-captioned  dockets,  four 
counterproposals  to  the  three  Notices, 
and  five  additional  petitions  for  rule 
making  not  previously  docketed. 

Because  all  of  the  various  proposals  are 
in  some  way  related  as  set  forth  herein, 
we  have  decided  to  consolidate  the 
proceedings  and  offer  several 
comprehensive  assignment  plans  for 
comment  We  begin  by  setting  out  the 
proposals  and  counterproposals  which 
have  already  been  available  for 
comment  in  response  to  the  three 
Notices.  This  will  be  followed  by  an 
explanation  of  the  additional  petitions 
which  have  not  yet  been  the  subject  of  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making. 

Proposals  in  BC  Docket  No.  80-201 

2.  The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  in  BC  Docket  80-201,  45  FR 
34938,  published  May  23, 1980,  proposes 
the  assignment  of  Class  C  FM  Channel 
241  to  North  Charleston,  S.C.,  at  the 


'  These  communities  are  added  to  the  caption. 


18738 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46.  No.  58  /  Thursday,  March  26,  1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


request  of  T.  B.  Trammel.  A 
counterproposal  to  assign  Channel  240A 
to  Eastover,  S.C.,  was  submitted  by 
William  G.  Dudley.2  A  second 
counterproposal  to  assign  channel  240A 
to  Ravenel,  S.C.,  w'as  submitted  by  M.  E. 
Foley.3  The  assignment  of  Channel  240A 
to  either  Eastover  or  Ravenel  is  mutually 
exclusive  with  an  assignment  of 
Channel  241  to  North  Charleston. 
However,  the  assignment  of  Channel 
240A  to  both  Eastover  and  Ravenel  can 
be  accomplished  in  compliance  with  our 
minimum  distance  separation 
requirements.  Additionally,  a  staff  study 
indicates  that  Channel  257A  is  also 
available  for  assignment  to  Eastover 
with  a  site  restriction  of  3.6  miles 
southeast,  while  Channel  269A  could 
alternatively  be  assigned  to  Ravenel.4 * 

Proposal  in  BC  Docket  No.  80-211 

3.  The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  in  Docket  80-211, 45  FR  34935, 
published  May  23, 1980,  proposes  the 
assignment  of  FM  Channel  257 A  to 
Elloree,  S.C.,  in  response  to  a  petition 
filed  by  Santee-Cooper  Broadcasting 
Company.  No  counterproposals  wrere 
filed.  The  assignment  of  Channel  257A 
to  Elloree  conflicts,  however,  with  the 
possible  assignment  of  Channel  257A  to 
Eastover.  A  staff  study  indicates  that  no 
other  Class  A  channels  are  available  at 
Elloree. 

Proposals  in  BC  Docket  No.  80-213 

4.  The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  in  Docket  80-213,  45  FR  24937, 
published  May  23, 1980,  proposes  the 
assignment  of  FM  Channel  221A  to 
Mount  Pleasant,  S.C.,  in  response  to  a 
petition  filed  by  John  M.  Dunnagan.  A 
counterproposal  to  assign  Channel  221A 
to  Parris  Island,  S.C.,  was  submitted  by 
D.  W.  McFarland.® This  assignment 
requires  a  site  restriction  of  4.3 
kilometers  (2.7  miles)  north-northwest. 

A  second  counterproposal  was  filed  by 
Clarendon  County  Broadcasting 
Corporation  (“CCBC").6The  intent  of 
CCBC’s  counterproposal  is  to  substitute 
Class  C  Channel  223  for  Channel  221A 


2  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on  July 
21, 1980.  Report  No.  1240. 

3  The  Commission  inadvertently  neglected  to  give 
public  notice  of  the  Ravenel  counterproposal. 
However,  this  Further  Notice  can  serve  that 
function  and  provide  those  persons  who  did  not 
already  have  actual  notice  of  the  proposal  the 
opportunity  to  submit  comments. 

4  Channel  269A  became  available  to  Ravenel  by 

virtue  of  our  action  dismissing  the  proposal  to 

assign  the  same  channel  to  Goose  Creek.  South 

Carolina,  due  to  a  lack  of  interest  expressed  in  the 

assignment.  Report  and  Order.  46  FR  10968, 

published  February  4. 1981. 

‘Public  Notice  was  given  on  August  6. 1980, 

Report  No.  1242. 

‘Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on 

August  6. 1980.  Report  No.  1242. 


in  Manning,  S.C.  To  accomplish  this. 
Channel  221A  would  have  to  be 
substituted  for  Channel  224A  in 
Bamberg,  S.C.,  and  Channel  237A  would 
have  to  be  substituted  for  Channel  221A 
in  Batesburg,  S.C.  The  latter  would 
preclude  the  assignment  of  Channel 
221A  in  Mount  Pleasant.  However,  as  a 
replacement  for  Mount  Pleasant, 

Channel  285A  can  be  assigned  there 
since  it  was  recently  replaced  with 
Channel  259  at  Beaufort,  S.C.7  The 
assignment  to  Manning  requires  a  site 
restriction  of  25.6  kilometers  (16  miles) 
southeast.  Assigning  Channel  221A  to 
Bamberg  requires  a  site  restriction  of  4.5 
kilometers  (2.8  miles)  west-northwest. 
Several  parties  to  the  proceeding  also 
note,  and  a  staff  study  confirms,  that 
Channel  269A  is  available  for 
assignment  to  Mount  Pleasant.  (See 
footnote  3.)  One  of  the  commenters, 
Santee-Cooper,  supports  assigning  two 
channels  to  Mount  Pleasant.  The 
proposal  for  tw'o  Mount  Pleasant 
assignments  would  foreclose  one 
alternative  assignment  (Channel  269A) 
to  Ravenel  (Docket  80-201).  Should 
Channel  269A  be  assigned  to  Ravenel, 
on  the  other  hand,  as  stated  before, 
either  Eastover  or  Elloree  (Docket  80- 
211)  would  be  left  without  an 
assignment, 

6.  In  addition  to  these  proposals,  the 
Commission  has  before  it  five  petitions 
for  rule  making  which  relate  to  the 
proposals  discussed  above.  These 
additional  proposals  are  listed  below. 

Proposal  in  RM-3518 

Edgefield  Saluda  Radio  Company 
(“Edgefield  Saluda"),  licensee  of 
daytime-only  AM  Station  WJES, 

Johnson,  S.C.,  filed  a  petition  seeking  the 
assignment  of  Channel  221A  to 
Johnston,  and  the  substitution  of 
Channel  237A  for  Channel  221A  in 
Batesburg.8  If  the  CCBC  counterproposal 
in  Docket  80-213,were  adopted,  Channel 
221A  could  not  be  assigned  to  Johnston 
due  to  short-spacing  with  that 
assignment  as  a  substitute  for  Bamberg. 
However,  Channel  224A  would  then  be 
available  in  Johnston  due  to  its  deletion 
at  Bamberg.  A  site  restriction  of  7 
kilometers  (4.4  miles)  south  is  needed  if 
Channel  224A  is  assigned  to  Johnston. 

Proposal  in  RM-3556 

William  K.  Durst  (“Durst")  filed  a 
petition  requesting  the  assignment  of  FM 
Channel  237A  to  Leesville,  S.C.,  as  that 
community's  first  local  aural  service.9  If 
that  channel  is  assigned  to  Leesville, 


7  BC  Docket  No.  80-214,  48  FR  14017,  published 
February  25, 1981. 

“Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on 
October  31, 1979,  Report  No.  1198. 

‘Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on 
February  1. 1980,  Report  No.  1211. 


then  it  could  not  be  used  as  a  substitute 
at  Batesburg. 

Proposal  in  RM-3613 

Ridge  Broadcasting  Company 
(“Ridge”),  licensee  of  FM  Station 
WKWO-FM  (Channel  221A)  in 
Batesburg,  asks  us  to  reassign  Channel 
221A  from  Batesburg  to  Winnsboro 
Mills,  S.C.,  and  substitute  Channel  237A 
for  Channel  221A  in  Batesburg. 10 *  The 
Channel  237A  substitution  conflicts  with 
the  Leesville  proposal.  The  Channel 
221A  assignment  conflicts  with  the 
assignment  of  that  channel  (but  not 
Channel  224A)  at  Johnston  and  other 
requests  that  follow  for  Saluda  and 
Union. 

Proposal  in  RM-3666 

William  K.  Durst  filed  a  second 
petition  seeking  the  assignment  of 
Channel  221A  to  Saluda,  S.C.,  and  the 
substitution  of  Channel  237A  for 
Channel  221 A  at  Batesburg."  As  before, 
the  Channel  237A  substitution  conflicts 
with  the  Leesville  proposal.  The 
Channel  221A  proposal  conflicts  with 
the  Johnston  and  Winnsboro  Mills 
proposals,  as  well  as  the  following  one 
for  Union. 

Proposal  in  RM-3771 

Edward  L.  B.  Osborne,  president  of 
Broadcasting  Company  of  Union,  Inc. 
(“Union  B/C"),  licensee  of  Station 
WBCU(AM),  Union,  S.C.,  requests  the 
assignment  of  Channel  221A  to  Union 
and  the  substituion  of  Channel  237A  for 
Channel  221 A  in  Batesburg. 12  As  before, 
the  Channel  237A  substitution  conflicts 
with  the  Leesville  proposal;  the  Channel 
221A  proposal  conflicts  with  requests  at 
Winnsboro  Mills  and  Saluda. 

7.  These  rule  making  petitions  affect 
the  docketed  proceedings  because  if  the 
Batesburg  substitution  is  not  made,  then 
Channel  221A  is  not  available  as  a 
substitute  at  Bamberg  which  in  turn 
would  foreclose  the  Manning 
assignment  (BC  Docket  No.  80-213). 
Taken  altogether,  a  total  of  fourteen 
communities  in  South  Carolina  are 
involved  in  this  proceeding.  The 
following  paragraphs  briefly  describe 
these  communities  in  terms  of 
population,  location,  present  aural 
service,  and  need  for  an  FM 
assignment.13 


“Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on 
March  31. 1980.  Report  No.  1221. 

"  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on  May 
20, 1980,  Report  No.  1229. 

“Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on 
November  3, 1980.  Report  No.  1254. 

“The  city  of  Bamberg  is  not  discussed  because 
the  only  change  contemplated  there  is  the 
substitution  of  one  Class  A  channel  for  another. 
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8.  North  Charleston  (pop.  19.854), ,4  in 
Charleston  County  (pop.  247,650),  is 
located  approximately  10  kilometers  (6 
miles)  north  of  Charleston.  North 
Charleston  is  presently  served  locally  by 
daytime-only  AM  Station  WNCG  and 
FM  Station  WKTM  (Channel  273).  The 
petitioner  for  the  North  Charleston 
assignment,  T.  B.  Trammel,  asserts  that 
the  city  plays  an  important  role  in  the 
growth  and  expansion  of  the  entire 
county.  Trammel  states  that  North 
Charleston  contains  the  largest  share  of 
industry  in  the  area,  as  well  as  the 
Charleston  Naval  Base,  which  makes 
North  Charleston  a  large  center  of 
employment. 

9.  Eastover  (pop.  817),  in  Richland 
County  (pop.  233,868),  is  located  40 
kilometers  (25  miles)  east  of  Columbia, 
S.C.  The  city  has  no  local  aural  service. 
Petitioner  for  the  Eastover  assignment, 
William  G.  Dudley  III,  states  that 
Eastover  is  an  incorporated  town  which 
is  governed  by  an  elected  mayor  and 
four  town  council  members.  Eastover  is 
located  in  the  heart  of  a  large 
agricultural  section  of  Richland  County 
and  serves  as  a  marketplace  for  area 
fanners  and  agricultural  workers  and 
the  employees  of  the  East  Coast  steel 
miU,  Westvaco  forestry  activities,  and  a 
new  South  Carolina  electricity  and  gas 
complex. 

10.  Ravenel  (pop.  931)  is  located  in 
Charleston  County  (pop.  247,650), 
approximately  27  kilometers  (17  miles) 
west  of  Charleston.  The  city  has  no  local 
aural  service.  M.  E.  Foley,  the  proponent 
of  the  assignment  to  Ravenel,  states  that 
Revenel  is  an  incorporated  town 
governed  by  a  mayor  and  six  town 
council  members.  In  addition  to  being  a 
“convenient  resting  place  for  travelers," 
Foley  asserts  that  small  locally  owned 
businesses  and  a  nearby  chemical  plant 
support  the  economy  of  the  city.  Recent 
estimates  place  the  population  of 
Ravenel  at  approximately  1,064. 

11.  Elloree  (pop.  970),  in  Orangeburg 
County  (pop.  69,789),  is  located 
approximately  108  kilometers  (67  miles) 
northwest  of  Charleston,  South 
Carolina.  The  city  presently  has  no  local 
aural  service.  Petitioner,  Santee-Cooper, 
asserts  that  Elloree  and  its  surrounding 
area  is  the  retirement  and  recreational 
spot  in  the  heart  of  South  Carolina.  It 
asserts  that  the  proposed  station  would 
provide  a  first  local  aural  service  to 
Elloree  and  would  also  serve  an 
important  section  of  rural  population  in 
Orangeburg  County. 

12.  Mount  Pleasant  (pop.  6,155),  in 
Charleston  County  (pop.  247,650),  is 
located  approximately  6  kilometers  (4 


14  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  l!.S. 
Census. 


miles)  from  Charleston.  The  city  does 
not  presently  have  any  local  aural 
broadcast  service.  John  M.  Dunnagan, 
the  proponent  of  the  Mount  Pleasant 
assignment,  points  out  that  Mount 
Pleasant  has  had  a  20.3%  increase  in 
population  between  I960  and  1970.  He 
states  that  the  most  important  industry 
in  and  around  the  city  is  fishing,  with 
large  seafood  packing  companies 
located  in  Mount  Pleasant.  Dunnagan 
notes  that  because  of  the  community’s 
rapid  growth,  the  construction  and 
service  industries  have  expanded 
greatly. 

13.  Parris  Island  (pop.  8,868),  in 
Beaufort  County  (pop.  51,136),  is  located 
approximately  85  kilometers  (53  miles) 
southwest  of  Charleston,  South 
Carolina.  It  has  no  local  aural  service. 
According  to  the  petitioner  for  the  Parris 
Island  assignment,  D.  W.  McFarland, 
Parris  Island  is  a  Marine  Corps 
Recruiting  Depot  housing  2,300 
permanent  personnel  and  from  5,000  to 
10,000  temporary  personnel  at  any  one 
time.  Petitioner  states  that  for 
assignment  purposes  Parris  Island  has 
many  attributes  of  a  community 
including  a  Base  Exchange  (general 
store),  commissary,  library,  golf  course, 
service  station,  poet  office,  commercial 
bank,  and  bowling  alley. 

14.  Manning  (pop.  4,025),  in  Clarendon 
Comity  (pop.  25,604),  is  located 
approximately  112  kilometers  (70  miles) 
northwest  of  Charleston.  Manning  is 
presently  served  locally  by  FM  Station 
WTWE  (Channel  221A),  licensed  to 
Clarendon  County  Broadcasting 
Corporation  (“CCBC").  CCBC  is  the 
proponent  of  the  counterproposal  in 
Docket  80-213  which  would  substitute 
Chaimel  223  for  Channel  221A  at 
Manning.  CCBC  states  that  a  Class  C 
station  at  Manning  would  provide  a  first 
aural  nighttime  service  to  13,485  people 
in  an  area  of  947  square  kilometers  (370 
square  miles)  and  a  second  FM  service 
to  61,820  people  in  an  area  of  2,439 
square  kilometers  (953  square  miles). 
Manning’s  economy  is  supported  by 
tourism,  agriculture  and  agriculturally 
oriented  businesses. 

15.  Batesburg,  South  Carolina  (pop. 
4,036)  is  located  on  the  Saluda- 
Lexington  County  line  (combined 
population  103,540),  approximately  48 
kilometers  (30  miles)  west  of  Columbia, 
South  Carolina.  Batesburg  is  currently 
served  by  FM  Station  WKWO-FM 
(Channel  221A),  licensed  to  Ridge,  and 
daytime-only  AM  Station  WBLR. 

ie.  Johnston  (pop.  2,552)  is  in 
Edgefield  County  (pop.  15,692), 
approximately  72  kilometers  (45  miles) 
west-southwest  of  Columbia.  Johnston  is 
currently  served  locally  by  daytime-only 
AM  Station  WJES.  of  which  Edgefield 


Saluda  is  licensee.  Edgefield  Saluda  tells 
us  that  Johnston  is  steadily  growing  in 
population  and  that  farming,  and  peach 
growing,  in  particular,  is  its  major 
industry,  though  manufacturing  is 
increasing  in  importance  in  the  local 
economy. 

17.  Leesville  (pop.  1,907)  is  located  in 
Lexington  County  (pop.  89,012), 
approximately  43  kilometers  (27  miles) 
north  of  Columbia.  Leesville  has  no 
local  service  at  present.  Durst  states 
that  both  Leesville  and  Lexington 
County  have  been  steadily  growing  in 
population. 

18.  Saluda  (pop.  2,442),  seat  of  Saluda 
County  (pop.  14,528),  is  approximately 
66  kilometers  (41  miles)  west  of 
Columbia.  Saluda  has  no  local  aural 
service.  Durst  states  that  Saluda  is  the 
commercial  center  for  Saluda  County 
agricultural  and  manufacturing 
industries,  and  that  there  are  about  100 
business  establishments  in  the 
community. 

19.  Union  (pop.  10.775),  seat  of  Union 
County  (pop.  29,230),  is  located  95 
kilometers  (60  miles)  northwest  of 
Columbia,  S.C.  Union  is  currently  served 
by  fulltime  AM  Station  WBCU  (1460 
kHz).  Union  B/C  submitted  community 
data  indioating  that  Union  could  support 
an  FM  outlet 

20.  Winnsboro  Mills  (pop.  2,312)  is  in 
Fairfield  County  (pop.  19,099), 
approximately  42  kilometers  (26  miles) 
north  of  Columbia.  Winnsboro  Mills 
currently  has  no  local  aural  service. 
Ridge  tells  us  that,  although 
unincorporated,  Winnsboro  Mills  is  a 
separate  community  from  nearby 
Winnsboro,  with  its  own  stores  and 
business  establishments,  including  a 
plant  which  employs  nearly  900  people 
in  manufacturing  tire  cord  and  industrial 
yams. 

21.  Before  discussing  the  various 
alternative  plans  being  presented  in  this 
Further  Notice,  the  comments 
addressing  the  newly  added  petitions 
for  rule  making  will  be  summarized.  The 
comments  submitted  in  response  to  the 
three  Notices  before  the  Commission, 
unless  indicated  otherwise,  will  not  be 
discussed  at  this  time  but  will  be 
considered  and  analyzed  in  any  action 
taken  in  response  to  this  Further  Notice 
and  are  thus  incorporated  herein.  The 
following  paragraphs,  therefore,  set  out 
the  arguments  made  in  response  to  the 
petitions  for  rule  making  which  have  not 
yet  been  the  subject  of  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making.  These  include 
the  proposals  for  Johnston,  Saluda, 
Winnsboro  Mills,  Union  (all  of  which 
also  require  a  channel  substitution  at 
Batesburg),  and  Leesville. 
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22.  Edgefield  Saluda’s  petition  to 
assign  Channel  221A  to  Johnston  and 
substitute  Channel  237A  for  Channel 
221A  in  Batesburg,  was  oppiosed  by 
Durst  because  it  would  preclude  the 
assignment  of  Channel  237A  to 
Leesville.  Durst  notes  that  if  Channel 
237 A  were  to  be  assigned  as  a  substitute 
for  Station  WKWQ-FM,  its  present  site 
would  be  short-spaced  to  FM  Stations 
YVNGC  [Channel  238),  Athens,  Georgia, 
and  WROQ  (Channel  236),  Charlotte, 
North  Carolina.  Clarke  Broadcasting 
Corporation,  licensee  of  Station  WNGC, 
also  opposes  the  substitute  assignment 
of  Channel  237A  to  Batesburg  on 
grounds  of  short  spacing  to  Athens. 
Edgefield  Saluda  points  out  in  reply 
comments  that  a  5.5  kilometer  (3.5  miles) 
south  site  relocation  for  Station 
WKWO-FM  would  solve  this  problem, 
and  adds  that,  were  it  the  successful 
applicant  at  Johnston,  it  would  provide 
reimbursement  to  Ridge  under 
Circleville 1S  guidelines,  for  Station 
WKWO-FM’s  frequency  and  site 
changes.  Edgefield  Saluda  has  affirmed 
its  intent  to  apply  for  Channel  221A,  if 
that  frequency  is  assigned  to  Johnston. 
Edgefield  Saluda  also  submitted 
preclusion  data  regarding  the 
assignment  of  Channels  221A  and  237A 
to  Johnston  and  Batesburg,  respectively, 
which  reveal  no  additional  significant 
preclusion. 

23.  Ridge  acknowledges  the  necessity 
for  Station  WKWQ  to  relocate  its 
transmitter  site,  if  Channel  237A  is 
substituted  for  Channel  221A  at 
Batesburg.  It  also  affirms  its  intent  to 
apply  for  Channel  221A,  if  that 
frequency  is  reassigned  to  Winnsboro 
Mills.  Ridge’s  preclusion  data  indicates 
that  the  assignment  of  Channel  221A  to 
Winnsboro  Mills  will  not  cause  any 
additional  preclusion,  and  that  the 
assignment  of  Channel  237A  to 
Batesburg  will  preclude  only  a  very- 
small  area  southeast  of  the  community, 
which  includes  no  communities  of  over 
1.000  population.  Edgefield  Saluda 
opposes  the  Winnsboro  Mills 
assignment,  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
preclude  its  proposed  Johnston 
assignment,  which  it  claims  is  a  more 
efficient  use  of  the  spectrum  because  it 
is  compatible  with  an  additional 
assignment  of  Channel  221 A  at  Union  or 
Great  Falls,  South  Carolina,  while 
Channel  221A  at  Winnsboro  Mills  is  not. 
Durst  opposes  the  Ridge  proposal  on  the 
ground  that  Winnsboro  Mills  is  not  in 
fact  a  separate  community  from 
Winnsboro  and  therefore  does  not 
warrant  an  FM  assignment. 
Additionally,  he  raises  the  conflict 


"’Circleville.  Ohio.  8  FCC  2d  159, 9  R.R.  2d  1579 
(1967). 


posed  with  respect  to  his  petition  for  the 
assignment  of  Channel  237A  to 
Leesville.  He  asks  that,  if  we  delete 
Channel  221A  from  Batesburg  for 
reassignment  elsewhere  and  substitute 
Channel  237A  at  Batesburg,  we  should 
open  Channel  237A  for  application  and 
that  he  would  apply  for  Channel  237A, 
to  be  used  at  Leesville  under  the 
Commission’s  “ten  mile"  rule.  His 
preclusion  study  indicates  no  preclhsive 
effect  other  than  on  Channel  237A  in  the 
Leesville-Batesburg  area,  which  is  said 
to  contain  no  communities  of  over  1,000 
population  other  than  Leesville  and 
Batesburg.  In  a  later  pleading,  Durst 
requested  that  Channel  221A  be 
reassigned  from  Batesburg  to  Saluda, 
and  affirms  his  intent  to  apply  for 
Channel  221  A,  if  assigned  to  Saluda.16 

24.  Staff  analysis  reveals  that  Channel 
237A  is  available  for  assignment  as  a 
“drop-in"  channel,  to  either  Leesville  or 
Batesburg,  only. 17  To  comply  with  the 
Commission’s  minimum  distance 
separation  requirements,  the  site  for 
Channel  237A  would  have  to  be  located 
at  least  5  kilometers  [3.1  miles) 
southeast  of  Batesburg  (5.5  kilometers 
(3.5  miles)  south  of  Station  WKWO- 
FM’s  present  site)  or  at  least  7 
kilometers  (4.6  miles)  south  of  Leesville. 

25.  Our  analysis  of  all  the  proposals 
being  considered  in  this  proceeding 
indicates  that  two  sets  of  communities 
can  be  addressed  independently.  The 
first  set  of  communities,  which  will  be 
referred  to  as  “Set  A,”  includes  North 
Charleston,  Eastover,  Ravenel,  Elloree, 
Parris  Island,  and  Mount  Pleasant.  The 
second  set  of  communities,  “Set  B," 
includes  Manning,  Bamberg,  Batesburg. 
Johnston,  Winnsboro  Mills,  Saluda, 
Union,  and  Leesville.  The  two  sets  are 
independent  because  any  of  the 
assignment  plans  discussed  below  for 
Set  A  can  be  coupled  with  any 
assignment  plan  for  Set  B.  The  following 
section  of  this  Further  Notice  will  set 
out  each  of  the  assignment  plans  for 
both  sets  of  communities.  These  plans 
have  been  developed  based  on  the 
technical  feasibility  of  making  the 
assignments.  At  this  stage  of  the 
proceeding,  the  Commission  has  not  yet 


16  Durst  acknowledges  that  his  counterproposal 
seeking  assignment  of  Channel  221A  to  Saluda 
conflicts  with  his  petition  seeking  assignment  of 
Channel  237 A  to  Leesville  (since  Channel  237 A 
would  be  unavailable  for  substitution  at  Batesburg). 
He  suggests  that  Saluda  merits  a  first  FM 
assignment  to  a  greater  degree  than  Leesville,  given 
Leesville’s  proximity  to  Batesburg  and  smaller 
population,  but  acknowledges  that  the  comparative 
evaulation  is  within  the  ambit  of  Commission 
discretion. 

17  The  channel  cannot  be  assigned  to  both 
communities,  since  they  are  approximately  5 
kilometers  (3  miles)  apart,  and  the  rules  require  a 
104  kilometer  (65  mile)  separation. 


determined  the  merits  of  assigning 
channels  to  any  particular  community. 
Individual  determinations  as  to  each 
city’s  need  for  an  assignment  will  be 
made  following  the  receipt  of  all 
responses  to  this  Further  Notice.  In 
commenting  on  the  proposed 
alternatives,  the  original  petitioners 
should  indicate  whether  they  still  seek 
their  requested  assignments  and 
whether  they  still  commit  themselves  to 
applying  for  authority  to  operate  a 
station  on  their  requested  channels,  if 
assigned. 

26. 

Set  A 


City 

Plan  1 

Plan  II 

Plan  HI 

241 

241  . 

.  257A  ~ 

240A 

Ravenel,  S.C _ _ — 

_  269A 

269A 

240A 

Parris  Island,  S.C . 

_  221 A 

221A 

221 A 

Mount  Pleasant.  S.C . 

_  285A 

285A 

269A 

28SA 

27.  The  differences  in  the  three  plans 
in  Set  A  are  readily  apparent.  In  Plan  A- 
I,  North  Charleston  is  assigned  a  Class 
C  channel,  and  all  of  the  other 
communities  are  assigned  Class  A 
channels  except  Elloree.  Plan  A-II  is 
similar  except  Elloree  receives  an 
assignment  and  Eastover  does  not.  In 
comparing  the  two  plans,  it  should  be 
noted  that  Eastover  (pop.  817)  presently 
receives  a  60  dBu  service  from  four  FM 
stations18  while  Elloree  (pop.  970) 
currently  receives  a  60  dBu  service  from 
three  FM  stations.19  Also,  there  is  an 
application  pending  for  a  daytime-only 
AM  station  in  Elloree-Santee.  Plan  A-IU 
proposes  no  assignment  to  North 
Charleston,  but  assigns  two  Class  A 
channels  to  Mount  Pleasant.20 The 
assignment  of  two  channels  to  Mount 
Pleasant  is  supported  by  one  of  the 
parties  to  this  proceeding,  Santee- 
Cooper. 

28. 

Set  B 


City 

Plan  1 

Plan  II 

Plan  III  Plan  IV 

223 

223 

223  . 

221A 

221A 

221 A  . . 

Batesburg.  S.C _ _ 

237A 

237A 

237A  . 

224A 

224 A 

Winnsboro  Mills.  S.C 
Saluda.  S.C . 

221A 

221 A  . 

,8WCOS-FM  and  WNOK-FM,  Columbia,  South 
Carolina:  WPJS,  Orangeburg,  South  Carolina:  and 
WWDM.  Sumter.  South  Carolina. 

,9WDWQ.  St.  George,  South  Carolina:  WWDM, 
Sumter  and  WPJS,  Orangeburg. 

20 The  assignment  of  Channel  285A  to  Mount 
Pleasant  requires  the  deletion  of  that  channel  from 
Beaufort,  South  Carolina.  Class  C  FM  Channel  259 
was  substituted  for  Channel  285A  in  Beaufort  in  the 
Report  and  Order  in  BC  Docket  No.  80-214,  see 
footnote  6,  supra. 
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Set  B— Continued 


City  Plan  I  Plan  II  Plan  III  Plan  IV 

Union,  S.C . .  221A  . - . 

Leesvilla,  S.C . .  237A 


29.  Plans  B-I.  B-II  and  B-III  all 
incorporate  the  counterproposal  of 
Clarendon  County  Broadcasting 
Corporation  (“CCBC”)  in  Docket  80-213. 
According  to  CCBC,  the  substitution  of  a 
Class  C  channel  in  Manning  would 
enable  its  station  to  provide  a  first  aural 
nighttime  service  to  947  square 
kilometers  (370  square  miles)  for  13,845 
persons  and  a  second  FM  service  to 
2,439  square  kilometers  (953  square 
miles)  for  61,820  persons.  CCBC  asserts 
that,  excluding  the  Charleston,  South 
Carolina,  urbanized  area,  only  two  cities 
with  a  population  over  1,000  lie  in  or 
near  the  area  which  would  be  precluded 
by  the  assignment  of  Channel  223  to 
Manning.  These  cities  are  Folly  Beach, 
South  Carolina  (pop.  1,157),  and 
Pinehurst-Sheppard  Park,  South 
Carolina  (pop.  1,711).  CCBC’s 
counterproposal  requires  a  change  of 
channels  in  Bamberg  and  Batesburg. 
Substituting  Channel  221A  for  Channel 
224A  in  Bamberg  would  require  a  site 
restriction  of  2.8  kilometers  west- 
northwest  of  the  city.  CCBC  states  that 
the  transmitter  site  of  WWBD-FM  (the 
station  currently  using  Channel  224A  in 
Bamberg)  meets  this  site  restriction. 
CCBC  states  that  it  will  reimburse  the 
licensee  of  WWBD-FM  for  expenses 
incurred  in  the  channel  change  if  the 
substitution  is  made. 

30.  The  CCBC  counterproposal  and 
the  petitions  seeking  a  channel 
assignment  to  Johnston,  Winnsboro 
Mills,  Saluda  and  Union  all  require  the 
substitution  of  Channel  237A  for 
Channel  221A  in  Batesburg.  As  noted 
above,  the  site  for  Channel  237A  at 
Batesburg  would  have  to  be  located  at 
least  5  kilometers  (3.1  miles)  southeast 
of  Batesburg  which  is  5.5  kilometers  (3.5 
miles)  south  of  Station  WKWQ-FM’s 
present  site.  In  view  of  the 
extraordinary  expense  involved  and  the 
difficulty  in  finding  new  sites  for 
transmitters,  ordinarily  we  do  not  make 
assignments  which  require  existing 
stations  to  change  sites.  See  Ashville, 
North  Carolina,  36  R.R.  2d  810  (1976). 
Before  we  would  make  such  an 
assignment,  we  ordinarily  would  need 
an  expression  of  willingness  to  change 
sites  on  the  part  of  the  existing  licensee, 
as  well  as  a  willingness  to  provide 
reimbursement  on  the  part  of  the 


eventual  permittees  who  would  benefit  i 
from  the  modification.21  However,  since 
here  Ridge  has  itself  proposed  changing 
Station  WKWQ’s  site  in  connection  with 
the  assignment  of  Channel  221A  to 
Winnsboro  Mills,  there  may  be  no 
obstacle  to  our  consideration  of 
alternative  assignments  for  Channel 
221A,  which  would  also  require  the  site 
change  for  Station  WKWQ.  We  shall 
look  to  Ridge’s  comments  for  any  reason 
why  it  would  not  be  willing  to  make  a 
site  change  if  Channel  221A  were 
assigned  to  one  of  the  other 
communities,  instead,22  and  if  it  were 
not  the  ultimate  permittee  on  the  new 
Channel  221A  assignment. 

31.  Regarding  Johnston,  Saluda, 
Winnsboro  Mills,  Union,  and  Leesville, 
each  of  the  communities  are  seeking  a 
first  FM  assignment.  At  this  point  in  the 
proceeding,  the  primary  distinguishing 
factor  of  the  alternative  assignment 
plans  concerns  the  number  of  cities  that 
can  be  accommodated.  Plan  B-I 
proposes  assignments  to  both  Johnston 
and  Winnsboro  Mills,  favoring 
Winnsboro  Mills  over  Union  or  Saluda 
for  Channel  221A.  Plan  B-II  proposes 
assignments  to  Johnston  and  Union 
favoring  Union  over  Winnsboro  Mills 
and  Saluda.  However,  Saluda  would 
receive  a  first  service  under  Plan  B-III  in 
preference  to  Union,  Winnsboro  Mills 
and  Johnston.  Plan  B-IV  proposes  only 
the  assignment  of  Channel  237A  to 
Leesville  which  would  not  involve  a 
change  in  the  transmitter  site  for  Station 
WKWQ-FM. 

32.  Of  the  cities  in  Set  B  seeking  first 
assignments,  only  Johnston  and  Union 
currently  have  a  local  aural  service. 
Leesville  receives  a  city-grade  signal 
from  Station  WKWQ-FM  in  Batesburg. 
We  do  not  generally  require  such 
information  from  petitioners  seeking 
first  FM  assignments  of  Class  A 
frequencies,  but  our  deliberations  would 
be  aided  by  Roanoke  Rapids/ Anamosa 
studies,23  and  preclusion  data  from 
those  who  have  not  already  provided  it. 

33.  In  addition  to  seeking  comment  on 
the  alternative  assignment  plans 
proposed  in  this  Further  Notice,  we  are 
also  issuing  Orders  to  Show  Cause  to 
the  licensees  of  Station  WWBD-FM  in 
Bamberg  and  Station  WKWQ-FM  in 
Batesburg.  In  this  regard,  William  K. 
Durst,  the  proponent  of  the  Leesville 
assignment,  urges  that  Channel  237A,  if 
substituted  at  Batesburg,  be  made 

51  CCBC  states  that  because  the  licensee  of 
WKWQ-FM  in  Batesburg  is  one  of  the  parties 
seeking  the  substitution  of  Channel  237A  for  221A  in 
Batesburg.  CCBC  should  not  be  required  to 
reimburse  WKWQ-FM  for  the  channel  change.  We 
invite  comment  on  this  matter. 


available  for  application  so  that  he  may 
apply  for  use  of  Channel  237A  at 
Leesville,  under  the  “ten  mile”  rule 
(Section  73.203(b)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules).  See  para.  23,  supra.  We  believe 
that  Batesburg  channel,  if  substituted  as 
proposed  in  Plans  B-I,  B-II  and  B-III, 
should  not  be  open  to  the  filing  of 
completing  applications.  In  the  past,  we 
have  held  that  the  principle  announced 
in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming,  62  FCC  2d  63 
(1976),  was  applicable  in  situations 
where  channels  were  being  reassigned 
at  the  request  of  or  for  the  personal 
convenience  of  the  petitioners.  We  do 
not  believe  the  Cheyenne  doctrine 
applies  in  the  instant  case.  We  are  not 
proposing  to  modify  Ridge’s  license  and 
require  a  site  change  at  Batesburg 
merely  for  Ridge’s  convenience,  so  that 
Ridge  might  apply  for  Channel  221A 
elsewhere,  while  maintaining  its 
Batesburg  license  on  Channel  237 A. 

Here,  we  are  proposing  to  modify 
Ridge’s  license  because  it  is  the  only 
way  to  make  a  Class  C  channel 
available  in  Manning  and  make  an  FM 
channel  available  for  Johnston,  Saluda, 
Winnsboro  Mills  or  Union.  The  public 
interest,  and  not  merely  Ridge’s  private 
interest,  would  be  served  by  the 
provision  of  this  additional  local  service, 
and  we  could  merely  modify  Ridge’s 
license  without  subjecting  the  Batesburg 
channel  to  competing  applications  to 
facilitate  this  public  interest  goal. 

34.  We  have  determined  that  an  Order 
to  Show  Cause  to  CCBC  is  not  necessary 
because  consent  to  the  modification  of 
its  license  at  Manning  is  indicated  by 
CCBC’s  stated  interest  in  the  Class  C 
channel  at  Manning.  However,  in  the 
event  additional  interests  are  expressed 
in  the  Class  C  channel  here  proposed, 
CCBC’s  license  may  not  be  modified  to 
specify  operation  on  Channel  223. 
According  to  Commission  policy  as 
expressed  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming, 
supra,  other  parties  must  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  state  their  interest  in 
applying  for  a  newly  assigned  Class  C 
channel. 

35.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Commission  seeks  comment  on  the 
following  proposed  amendments  to  the 
FM  Table  of  Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of 
the  Commission's  Rules,  with  regard  to 
the  communities  listed  below.  As  stated 
above,  any  plan  from  Set  A  can  be 
combined  with  any  plan  from  Set  B. 

43  We  note  that  Ridge  could  apply  for  Channel 
221A  in  any  community  to  which  we  might  assign  it, 
and,  conversely,  assignment  of  Channel  221A  to 
Winnsboro  Mills  in  no  way  assures  that  Ridge  will 
be  the  successful  applicant  for  its  use  there. 

43  Roanoke  Rapids.  North  Carolina,  9  FCC  2d  672 
(1967);  Anamosa,  Iowa,  46  FCC  2d  520  (1974). 
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Leesville - - - 237A 


36.  It  Is  Ordered,  That  pursuant  to 
Section  316(a)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  with  the 
understanding  that  it  will  receive 
reasonable  reimbursement  of  expenses 
incurred  in  changing  the  channel  on 
which  it  has  a  license,  Station  WWBD- 
FM,  Bamberg,  South  Carolina,  Shall 
Show  Case  why  its  license  Should  Not 
Be  Modified  to  specify  operation  on 
Channel  221A  as  proposed  herein 
instead  of  the  present  Channel  224A. 

37.  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  That 
pursuant  to  Section  316(a)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  with  the  understanding 
that  it  will  receive  reasonable 
reimbursement  of  expenses  incurred  in 
changing  the  channel  on  which  it  has  a 
license.  Station  WKWQ-FM,  Batesburg, 
South  Carolina,  Shall  Show  Cause  why 
its  license  Should  Not  Be  Modified  to 
specify  operation  on  Channel  237A  as 
proposed  herein  instead  of  the  present 
Channel  221A. 

38.  Pursuant  to  Section  1.87  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  the  licensees  of 
Stations  WWBD-FM,  Bamberg,  South 
Carolina,  and  WKWQ-FM,  Batesburg, 
South  Carolina,  may,  not  later  than  May 
12, 1981,  request  that  a  hearing  be  held 
on  the  proposed  modifications.  Pursuant 
to  §  1.87(f),  if  the  right  to  request  a 
hearing  is  waived,  Stations  WWBD-FM 
and  WKWQ-FM  may,  not  later  than 
May  12, 1981,  file  a  written  statement 
showing  with  particularity  why  their 
licenses  should  not  be  modified  as 
proposed  in  these  Orders  To  Show 
Cause.  In  this  case,  the  Commission  may 
call  on  WWDB-FM  and  WKWQ-FM  to 
furnish  additional  information, 
designate  the  matters  for  hearing,  or 
issue,  without  further  proceedings,  an 


Order  modifying  the  licenses  as 
provided  in  the  Orders  To  Show  Cause. 

If  the  right  to  request  a  hearing  is 
waived  and  no  written  statement  is  filed 
by  the  date  referred  to  above,  WWBD- 
FM  and  WKWQ-FM  will  be  deemed  to 
have  consented  to  the  modifications  as 
proposed  in  the  Orders  To  Show  Cause 
and  a  final  Order  will  be  issued  by  the 
Commission,  if  the  above  mentioned 
channel  modifications  are  ultimately 
found  to  be  in  the  public  interest. 

39.  The  Commission’s  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings, 
showings  required,  cut-off  procedures 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

Note. — A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

40.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  May  12, 1981, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before  June  1, 
1981. 

41.  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  Shall  Send 
a  copy  of  this  Order  by  Certified  Mail, 
Return  Receipt  Requested,  to  Radio 
Station  WWBD-FM,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  543. 
Bamberg,  South  Carolina  29003,  and  to 
The  Ridge  Broadcasting  Company,  P.O. 
Box  410,  Batesburg,  South  Carolina 
29006,  the  parties  to  whom  the  Orders 
To  Show  Cause  are  directed. 

42.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Michael  A. 
McGregor  or  Molly  Pauker,  Broadcast 
Bureau,  (202)  632-7792.  However, 
members  of  the  public  should  note  that 
from  the  time  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  is  issued  until  the  matter  is  no 
longer  subject  to  Commission 
consideration  or  court  review,  all  ex 


parte  contacts  are  prohibited  in 
Commission  proceedings,  such  as  this 
one.  which  involve  channel  assignments. 
An  ex  parte  contact  is  a  message 
(spoken  or  written)  concerning  the 
merits  of  a  pending  rule  making  other 
than  comments  officially  filed  at  the 
Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 

43.  The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not 
apply  to  rule  making  proceedings  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 
Section  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  See,  Certification  that  Sections 
603  and  604  Do  Not  Apply  to  Rule 
makings  to  Amend  §§  73.202(b),  73.504. 
and  73.606(b)  of  the  Commission's 
Rules,  46  FR  11549,  published  February 
9, 1981. 

(Secs.  4.  303, 48  stat,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  303) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Appendix 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  Sections 
4(i),  5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  §  0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  It 
Is  Proposed  to  Amended  the  FM  Table  of 
Assigments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which  this 
Appendix  is  attached. 

2.  Showings  Required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which  this 
Appendix  is  attached.  Proponent(s)  will  be 
expected  to  answer  whatever  questions  are 
presented  in  initial  comments.  The  proponent 
of  a  proposed  assignment  is  also  expected  to 
file  comments  even  if  it  only  resubmits  or 
incorporates  by  reference  its  former 
pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its  present 
intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it  is 
assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to  build  a  station 
promptly.  Failure  to  file  may  lead  to  denial  of 
the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  Procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consisderation  of 
filing  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that  parties 
may  comment  on  them  in  reply  comments. 
They  will  not  be  considered  if  advanced  in 
reply  comments.  (See  §  1.420(d)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule  making 
which  conflict  with  the  proposal(s)  in  this 
Notice,  they  will  be  considered  as  comments 
in  the  proceeding,  and  Public  Notice  to  this 
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effect  will  be  given  as  long  as  they  are  filed 
before  the  date  for  filing  initial  comments 
herein.  If  they  are  filed  later  than  that,  they 
will  not  be  considered  in  connection  with  the 
decision  in  this  docket. 

(c)  The  filing  of  a  counterproposal  may  lead 
the  Commission  to  assign  a  different  channel 
than  was  requested  for  any  of  the 
communities  involved. 

4.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments: 
Service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations, 
interested  parties  may  file  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached.  All 
submission  by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or 
persons  acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must 
be  made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate  pleadings. 
Comments  shall  be  served  on  the  petitioner 
by  the  person  filing  the  comments.  Reply 
comments  shall  be  served  on  the  person(s) 
who  filed  comments  to  which  the  reply  is 
directed.  Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  §1.420  (a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules.) 

5.  Number  of  Copies.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations,  an  original  and  four 
copies  of  all  comments  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents  shall  be 
furnished  the  Commission. 

6.  Public  Inspection  of  Filings.  All  filings 
made  in  this  proceeding  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commission's 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its  headquarters, 
1919  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
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FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Ellsworth, 
Farmington,  Lewiston,  and 
Skowhegan,  Maine;  Proposed  Changes 
in  Table  of  Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
and  orders  to  show  cause. 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  proposes 
three  alternative  plans  for  FM 
assignments  to  Lewiston  and 
Skowhegan,  Maine.  Involved  in  the 
plans  are  related  frequency  changes  at 
Ellsworth  or  Farmington,  Maine,  for 
which  Orders  to  Show  Cause  are  issued. 
The  action  taken  herein  was  requested 
by  WRXV,  Inc.  and  Robert  Harris. 


DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  12, 1981,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  June  1, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Molly  Pauker,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  table  of  assignments,  FM 
broadcast  stations.  (Ellsworth, 
Farmington,  Lewiston,  and  Skowhegan, 
Maine);  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
and  orders  to  show  cause. 

Adopted:  March  13, 1981. 

Released:  March  23, 1981. 

By  the  Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division: 

Petitions 

1.  We  have  under  consideration  two 
petitions  for  rulemaking.  WRXV,  Inc., 
licensee  of  WRXV (AM),  Auburn,  Maine, 
(“WRXV”)  seeks  the  assignment  of 
Channel  238  to  Lewiston,  Maine,  as  that 
community’s  third  FM  assignment.1  In 
order  to  meet  the  mileage  separation 
requirements,  Channels  232A  and  239 
would  have  to  be  deleted  from 
Ellsworth,  Maine.  WRXV  proposes 
Channels  296A  and  233  as  substitutes.  A 
conflicting  petition,  filed  by  Robert 
Harris  (“Harris”),  seeks  the  assignment 
of  either  Channel  232A  or  237A  to 
Skowhegan,  Maine,  as  the  community’s 
second  FM  assignment.2  Channel  237A 
would  be  short-spaced  to  Channel  238  at 
Lewiston,  and  Channel  232A  would  be 
short-spaced  to  Channel  233  at 
Ellsworth.  Consequently,  Harris’  petition 
is  considered  as  a  counterproposal  to 
WRXV’s  proposal.3 

Comments 

2.  Comments  on  WRXV's  petition 
were  filed  by  Alpine  Broadcasting 
Corporation,  licensee  of  Station 


1  Public  Notice  of  this  petition  was  given  on 
February  1, 1980.  Report  No.  1211. 

2  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on  March 
20, 1980,  Report  No.  1220. 

3  A  separate  petition  filed  on  January  22, 1981  by 
Stone  Communcations.  Inc.,  licensee  of  Station 
WGUY-FM,  Brewer,  Maine,  proposes  to  assign 
Channel  293  in  place  of  Channel  265A.  The  latter 
channel  would  be  substituted  at  Ellsworth  for 
Channel  232A.  (RM-3838)  We  have  not  consolidated 
that  request  with  this  proceeding  since  the  Brewer 
assignment  cun  be  made  on  a  non-coraporative 
basis.  However,  since  both  proposals  involve  the 
Ellsworth  substitute  channel,  comments  may  be 
submitted  to  the  extent  they  address  the  substitute 
channel  proposed  at  Ellsworth. 


WHOM(FM),  Mount  Washington,  New 
Hamsphire  (“Alpine”).  Alpine  opposes  a 
third  FM  assignment  at  Lewiston,4 
averring  that  Lewiston  does  not  warrant 
additional  aural  service,  and,  further, 
should  future  Commission  action 
prohibit  ownership  of  AM-FM 
combinations  in  adjacent  communities, 
WRXV  may  be  required  to  divest 
Station  WRXV(AM),  Auburn,  and 
should  therefore  indicate  its  willingness 
to  do  so.  WRXV  replies  that  Lewiston  is 
the  second  largest  community  in  Maine, 
and  that  it  is  not  at  present  necessary 
for  WRXV  to  agree  to  divest  Station 
WRXV (AM).  WRXV  responded  to 
Harris’s  petition  for  a  Skowhegan 
channel  by  noting  in  a  supplementary 
pleading  that  Channel  296A  might  be 
assigned  to  Skowhegan,  instead.  In  a 
separate  letter,  WRXV  further  suggested 
that  Channel  249A  might  be  substituted 
for  Channel  257A  at  Farmington,  Maine, 
which  would  make  Channel  257A 
available  for  Skowhegan.5 

Community  Data 

3.  Lewiston,  Maine  (population 
41,779)®  is  located  in  Androscoggin 
County  (population  91,279), 
approximately  56  kilometers  (35  miles) 
north  of  Portland,  Maine.  Lewiston  is 
currently  served  by  FM  stations  WAYU 
(Channel  230)  and  WBLM  (Channel  298) 
and  fulltime  AM  Stations  WCOU  (1240 
kHz)  and  WLAM  (1470  kHz).  WRXV 
states  that  Lewiston  is  a  growing 
community,  with  a  number  of 
manufacturing  and  retail  industries. 

4.  Skowhegan,  Maine  (population 
7,601)  is  the  seat  of  Somerset  County 
(population  40,597),  approximately  136 
kilometers  (85  miles)  northeast  of 
Portland,  Maine.  Skowhegan  is  currently 
served  by  FM  Station  WTOS  (Channel 
286)  and  daytime-only  AM  Station 
WSKW  (1150  kHz).  Harris  states  that 
Skowhegan  is  growing  in  population  and 
is  the  home  of  a  number  of  commercial 
services  and  sporting  facilities. 

Conflicts 

5.  The  proposed  site  for  Channel  238 
at  Lewiston  would  be  123  kilometers  (77 
miles)  from  WDEA’s  site  on  Channel  239 
at  Ellsworth.  The  mileage  separation 


4  Alpine  also  noted  a  short-spacing  to  a  Canadian 
assignment  which  has  since  been  deleted  and  no 
longer  poses  a  conflict. 

■•This  proposal  would  also  require  Station  WKT)- 
FM,  Farmington  (Channel  257A),  to  change 
frequency  to  249 A. 

‘Population  data  are  based  on  1970  U.S.  Coismb 

figures. 
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rules  requires  168  kilometers  (105  miles) 
between  first  adjacent  Class  B  channels. 
If  Channel  233  is  substituted  for  Channel 
239,  this  short  spacing  can  be  avoided; 
however,  unoccupied  Channel  232A 
would  then  be  only  19  kilometers  (12 
miles)  from  WDEA-FM’s  transmitter  on 
Channel  233.  The  rules  require  104 
kilometers  (65  miles)  between  first 
adjacent  Class  A  and  B  channels.  This 
short  spacing  can  be  corrected  by 
substituting  Channel  296A  for  232A  in 
Ellsworth.  A  site  restriction  of  at  least  16 
kilometers  (10  miles)  east  of  Lewiston 
would  be  required  for  Channel  238. 

6.  However,  both  of  Harris’  requested 
channels  for  Skowhegan  are 
incompatible  with  the  Lewiston 
assignment.  Channel  237A  at 
Skowhegan  would  be  74  kilometers  (46 
miles)  from  Channel  238  at  Lewiston. 

The  rules  require  a  104  kilometer  (65 
miles)  separation.  Channel  232A  at 
Skowhegan  would  be  88  kilometers  (55 
miles)  from  WDEA-FM’s  transmitter  on 
Channel  233  at  Ellsworth.  The  rules 
require  a  104  kilometer  (65  mile) 
separation.  While  the  latter  short 
spacing  could  be  avoided  by  moving  the 
WDEA-FM  transmitter  site 
approximately  16  kilometers  (10  miles) 
east,  we  are  reluctant  to  consider 
options  which  would  result  in  such  great 
expense,  without  a  willingness 
expressed  on  the  part  of  WDEA-FM  to 
change  its  site.  See  Asheville,  N.C.,  52 
FCC  2d  1147,  recon.  den.  57  FCC  2d  1289 
(1976).  Therefore,  we  have  not  proposed 
any  assignments  which  would  involve 
moving  the  WDEA-FM  transmitter. 

Preclusion  Considerations 

7.  The  assignment  of  Channel  232A  to 
Skowhegan  would  cause  only  co¬ 
channel  preclusion  in  parts  of  Somerset 
and  Franklin  Counties  (Maine).  The 
assignment  of  Channel  237A  to 
Skowhegan  would  cause  co-channel 
preclusion  only,  in  all  or  part  of  eleven 
Maine  counties:  Androscoggin,  Franklin, 
Kennebec,  Knox,  Lincoln,  Oxford, 
Penobscot,  Piscataquis,  Sagadahoc, 
Somerset  and  Waldo.  Channel  238  at 
Lewiston,  with  ^transmitter  site  20 
kilometers  (12.7  miles)  northeast  of  the 
city,  as  requested,  would  cause 
preclusion  on  Channels  237 A,  238  and 
239  in  all  or  part  of  the  following 
thirteen  Maine  counties:  Androscoggin. 
Cumberland,  Franklin,  Hancock. 
Kennebec,  Knox,  Lincoln,  Penobscot 
Piscataquis,  Sagadahoc,  Somerset, 
Waldo  and  Yoric. 

Discussion  and  Options 

8.  WRXV’s  request  for  Class  B 
Channel  238  in  Lewiston  can  be 
accomplished  by  the  deletion  of 
Channels  232A  and  239  in  Ellsworth  and 


substitution  of  Channels  296A  and  233 
respectively  in  their  place.  Harris’ 
request  for  a  Class  A  channel  in 
Skowhegan  can  be  satisfied  by  a  drop  in 
of  Channel  237 A,  261A  or  296A  or  by 
reassigning  Channel  257A  to  Skowhegan 
from  Farmington  and  substituting 
Channel  249A  at  Farmington.  As  a 
result,  there  are  four  combinations  of 
assignments  possible.  However,  one 
alternative,  a  Channel  237A  assignment 
to  Skowhegan,  would  require  that  a 
Channel  238  assignment  to  Lewiston  be 
located  beyond  the  point  from  which  a 
city  grade  signal  could  be  provided. 
Thus,  there  remain  three  feasible  plans 
which  are  listed  and  discussed  below. 

Plan  I 


Delete  Add 


Ellsworth .  232A,  239  233,  296A 

Lewiston . .  238 

Skowhegan.... _  296A 


Proposed  site  for  Channel  238  in 
Lewiston  is  21  kilometers  (12.7  miles) 
northeast.  Channel  296A  in  Skowhegan 
would  preclude  the  change  from 
Channel  298B  to  Channel  298C  in 
Lewiston  applied  for  by  Stereo 
Corporation,  the  licensee  on  that 
assignment.  WDEA-FM  on  Channel  239 
in  Ellsworth  would  have  to  change  to 
Channel  233  (to  be  reimbursed  by  the 
ultimate  Lewiston  permittee,  the 
beneficiary  of  this  change). 


Plan  II 


Delete 

Add 

.  232A,  239 

233.  296A 
238 

261A 

Proposed  site  for  Channel  238  in 
Lewiston  is  21  kilometers  (12.7  miles) 
northeast.  WDEA-FM  on  Channel  239  in 
Ellsworth  would  have  to  change  to 
Channel  233  (to  be  reimbursed  by  the 
ultimate  Lewiston  permittee,  the 
beneficiary  of  this  change).  The 
assignment  of  Channel  261A  to 
Skowhegan  is  possible  due  to  the  recent 
adoption  in  BC  Docket  80-204,  which 
assigned  Channel  260  (with  a  site 
restriction)  in  place  of  Channel  261A  in 
Auburn,  Maine.  A  site  restriction  on  the 
Skowhegan  assignment  of  4.8  kilometers 
(3  miles)  northeast  would  be  required. 


Plan  III 


Delete 

Add 

232A,  239 

233.  296 A 
249A 
238 
257A 

257A 

Skowbega*v..._ . 

Proposed  site  for  Channel  238  in 
Lewiston  is  21  kilometers  (12.7miles) 
northeast.  WDEA-FM  on  channel  239  in 
Ellsworth  would  have  to  change  to 
Channel  233  (to  be  reimbursed  by  the 
ultimate  Lewiston  permittee,  the 
beneficiary  of  this  change).  WKTJ-FM 
on  Channel  257A  in  Farmington  would 
have  to  change  to  Channel  249A.  This 
would  cause  a  slight  shortspacing  to  the 
present  site  of  WJBQ  on  Channel  250  in 
Portland,  Maine,  but  not  to  the  site 
specified  in  its  new  construction  permit. 
The  cost  of  this  channel  change  would 
be  paid  by  the  ultimate  Skowhegan 
permittee  as  the  beneficiary. 

9.  We  seek  comments  on  the 
feasibility  and  desirability  of  the  three 
alternative  plans,  and  the  willingness  of 
Harris  and  WRXV  to  provide 
reimbursement  if  they  become 
permittees  of  their  respective 
assignments.  Intermixture  of  channel 
classes  in  Skowhegan  is  not  a  problem 
as  Harris  has  expressed  interest  in  a 
Class  A  assignment  there.  A  preclusion 
study  should  be  submitted  to  support  an 
interest  in  any  channel  for  which  no 
such  study  has  yet  been  presented. 
Canadian  concurrence  is  required  for  all 
the  possible  assignments  discussed.  The 
proposed  changes  to  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments  (Section  73.202(b)  of  the 
FCC’s  Rules)  with  regard  to  listed 
communities  are  set  forth  in  para.  8, 
supra. 

10.  It  is  ordered,  That,  pursuant  to 
Section  316(a)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  with  the 
understanding  that  it  will  receive 
reasonable  reimbursement  of  expenses 
incurred  in  changing  the  channel  on 
which  it  has  a  license,  Station  WDEA- 
FM,  Ellsworth,  Maine,  shall  show  cause 
why  its  license  should  not  be  modified 
to  specify  operation  on  Channel  233  as 
proposed  herein  instead  of  the  present 
Channel  239. 

11.  Pursuant  to  §  1.87  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations, 
the  licensee  of  Station  WDEA-FM 
Ellsworth,  Maine,  may  not  later  than 
May  12, 1981,  request  that  a  hearing  be 
held  on  the  proposed  modification. 
Pursuant  to  Section  1.879(f),  if  the  right 
to  request  a  hearing  is  waived,  WDEA- 
FM  may,  not  later  than  June  1, 1981,  file 
a  written  statement  showing  with 
particularity  why  its  license  should  not 
be  modified  as  proposed  in  this  Order  to 
Show  Cause.  In  this  case,  the 
Commission  may  call  on  WDEA-FM  to 
furnish  additional  information, 
designate  the  matter  for  hearing,  or 
issue,  without  further  proceeding,  an 
Order  modifying  the  license  as  provided 
in  the  Order  to  Show  Cause.  If  the  right 
to  request  a  hearing  is  waived  and  no 
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written  statement  is  filed  by  the  date 
referred  to  above,  WDEA-FM  will  be 
deemed  to  consent  to  the  modification 
as  proposed  in  the  Order  to  Show  Cause 
and  a  final  Order  will  be  issued  by  the 
Commission,  if  the  above-mentioned 
channel  modifications  are  ultimately 
found  to  be  in  the  public  interest. 

12.  It  is  further  ordered,  That, 
pursuant  to  Section  316(a)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  with  the  understanding 
that  it  will  receive  reasonable 
reimbursement  of  expenses  incurred  in 
changing  the  channel  on  which  it  has  a 
license,  Station  WKTJ-FM,  Farmington, 
Maine,  shall  show  cause  why  its  license 
should  not  be  modified  to  specify 
operation  on  Channel  249A  as  proposed 
in  Plan  III  herein  instead  of  the  present 
Channel  257A. 

13.  Pursuant  to  Section  1.87  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations, 
the  licensee  of  Station  WKTJ-FM, 
Farmington,  Maine,  may  not  later  than 
May  12, 1981,  request  that  a  hearing  be 
held  on  the  proposed  modification. 
Pursuant  to  §  1.87(f),  if  the  right  to  a 
hearing  is  waived,  WKTJ-FM  may,  not 
later  than  June  1, 1981,  file  a  written 
statement  showing  with  particularity 
why  its  license  should  not  be  modified 
as  proposed  in  this  Order  to  Show 
Cause.  In  this  case,  the  Commission  may 
call  on  WKTJ-FM  to  furnish  additional 
information,  designate  the  matter  for 
hearing,  or  issue,  without  further 
proceeding,  an  Order  modifying  the 
license  as  provided  in  the  Order  to 
Show  Cause.  If  the  right  to  request  a 
hearing  is  waived  and  no  written 
statement  is  filed  by  the  date  referred  to 
above  WKTJ-FM  will  be  deemed  to 
consent  to  the  modification  as  proposed 
in  the  Order  to  Show  Cause  and  a  final 
Order  will  be  issued  by  the  Commission, 
if  the  above-mentioned  channel 
modifications  are  ultimately  found  to  be 
in  the  public  interest. 

14.  The  Commission’s  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings, 
showings  required,  cut-off  procedures, 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

Note. — A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

15.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  May  12, 1981, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before  June  1, 
1981. 

16.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  shall  send 
a  copy  of  this  Order  by  Certified  Mail, 
Return  Receipt  Requested,  to  Dudman 
Communications  Corporation,  68  State 
Street,  Ellsworth,  Maine  04605  one  of  the 


parties  to  whom  this  Order  to  Show 
Cause  is  directed. 

17.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  shall  send 
a  copy  of  this  Order,  by  Certified  Mail, 
Return  Receipt  Requested,  to  Franklin 
Broadcasting  Corporation,  Voter  Hill 
Road,  Farmington,  Maine  04938,  one  of 
the  parties  to  whom  this  Order  to  Show 
Cause  is  directed. 

18.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Molly  Pauker, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-6302. 
However,  members  of  the  public  should 
note  that  from  the  time  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the 
matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  Court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  officially  filed  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 

19.  The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not 
apply  to  rule  making  proceedings  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 

§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules. 
See,  Certification  that  Sections  603  and 
604  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Do 
Not  Apply  to  Rule  Making  to  Amend 
§  §  73.202(b),  73.504  and  73.606(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  46  FR  11549, 
published  February  9, 1981. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  303) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Appendix 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  Sections 
4(i),  5(d)(1),  303(g)  and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  §  0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commission's  Rules, 
IT  IS  PROPOSED  TO  AMEND  the  FM  Table 
of  Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations,  as  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached. 

2.  Showings  Required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached.  Proponent(s)  will 
be  expected  to  answer  whatever  questions 
are  presented  in  initial  comments.  The 
proponent  of  a  proposed  assignment  is  also 
expected  to  file  comments  even  if  it  only 
resubmits  or  incorporates  by  reference  its 
former  pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it 
is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to  build  a 
station  promptly.  Failure  to  file  may  lead  to 
denial  of  the  request. 


3.  Cut-off  Procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration  of 
filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that  parties 
may  comment  on  them  in  reply  comments. 
They  will  not  be  considered  if  advanced  in 
reply  comments.  (See  §  1.420(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the  proposal(s)  in 
this  Notice,  they  will  be  considered  as 
comments  in  the  proceeding,  and  Public 
Notice  to  this  effect  will  be  given  as  long  as 
they  are  filed  before  the  date  for  filing  initial 
comments  herein.  If  they  are  filed  later  than 
that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this  docket. 

(c)  The  filing  of  a  counterproposal  may  lead 
the  Commission  to  assign  a  different  channel 
than  was  requested  for  any  of  the 
communities  involved. 

4.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments; 

Service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  §  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations, 
interested  parties  may  file  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached.  All 
submissions  by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or 
persons  acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  most 
be  made  m  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate  pleadings. 
Comments  shall  be  served  on  the  petitioner 
by  the  person  filing  the  comments.  Reply 
comments  shall  be  served  cm  the  person(s) 
who  filed  comments  to  which  the  reply  is 
directed.  Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  §  1.420(a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules.) 

5.  Number  of  Copies.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  and  Regulations,  an  original  and  four 
copies  of  all  comments,  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents  shall  be 
furnished  the  Commission. 

6.  Public  Inspection  of  Filings.  All  filings 
made  in  this  proceeding  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commission’s 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its  headquarters, 
1919  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9210  Filed  3-25-81;  8:46  am) 

BK.UNG  CODE  67 1 2-01 -M 


47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  81-169;  RM-3776] 

TV  Broadcast  Station  in  Oroville, 
California;  Proposed  Changes  in  Table 
of  Assignments 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Action  taken  herein  proposes 
the  assignment  of  UHF  television 
Channel  28  to  Oroville,  California,  in 
response  to  a  petition  filed  by 
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Sacramento  Valley  Family  Television, 
Inc.  The  proposed  assignment  would 
provide  a  first  commercial  television 
service  to  Oroville. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  12, 1981,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  June  1, 1981. 
address:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Montrose  H.  Tyree,  Broadcast  Bureau. 
(202)  632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 

matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.606(b), 
table  of  assignments,  television 
broadcast  stations  (Oroville,  California); 
Notice  of  proposed  rule  making. 

Adopted:  March  13, 1981. 

Released:  March  20, 1981. 

By  the  Chief,  Policy  and  Rules 
Division: 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  a 
petition  for  rule  making,1  filed  by 
Sacramento  Valley  Family  Television, 
Inc.  (“petitioner"),  which  seeks  the 
amendment  of  §  73.606(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  (Television  Table  of 
Assignments)  by  assigning  UHF-TV 
Channel  28  to  Oroville,  California. 
Petitioner  states  that  it  will  apply  for 
authority  to  construct  and  operate  on 
Channel  28,  if  assigned.  No  oppositions 
to  the  proposal  were  received. 

2.  Oroville  (pop.  7,356) 2  in  Butte 
County  (pop.  101,969),  is  located 
approximately  112  kilometers  (70  miles) 
north  of  Sacramento.  It  has  no  local 
television  service. 

3.  Petitioner  claims  that  Oroville  has 
experienced  a  significant  growth  in 
population  and  construction  (housing 
and  light  industry),  which  is  expected  to 
continue.  Further,  it  has  become  the 
trade  center  for  Butte  County,  the  area's 
recreation  center,  and  has  a  daily 
newspaper.  Petitioner  also  states  that 
the  community’s  substantial  economic 
and  population  growth,  and  its 
commercial  and  cultural  vitality,  support 
its  obtaining  its  first  local  television 
service. 

4.  In  view  of  the  above,  we  propose  to 
amend  the  Television  Table  of 
Assignments  (Section  73.606(b)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules)  with  respect  to  the 
following  community: 


1  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on 
November  3, 1980.  Report  No.  1254. 

2  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


Channel  No. 
Present  Proposed 


OrovSIe,  California . * . .'....  28 


5.  The  Commission’s  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings, 
showings  required,  cut-off  procedures, 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein.  NOTE: 
A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

6.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  May  12, 1981, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before  June  1, 
1981. 

7.  The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not 
apply  to  rule  making  proceedings  to 
amend  the  Television  Table  of 
Assignments,  §  73.606(b)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules.  See,  Certification 
that  Sections  603  and  604  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Do  Not  Apply 
to  Rule  Making  to  Amend  §  §  73.202(b), 
73.504  and  73.606(b)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules,  46  FR 11549,  published  February 
9, 1981. 

8.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Montrose  H. 
Tyree,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 
However,  members  of  the  public  should 
note  that  from  the  time  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the 
matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  officially  filed  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 

(Secs.  4,  303, 48  Stat.  as  amended,  1066. 1082: 
47  U.S.C.  154.  303) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief.  Policy  and  Rules  Division.  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Appendix 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  Sections 
4(i),  5(d)(1),  303(g)  and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  §  0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commission's  Rules, 
IT  IS  PROPOSED  TO  AMEND  the  TV  Table 
of  Assignments,  §  73.606(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations,  as  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached. 

2.  Showings  Required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 


this  Appendix  is  attached.  Proponent(s)  will 
be  expected  to  answer  whatever  questions 
are  presented  in  initial  comments.  The 
proponent  of  a  proposed  assignment  is  also 
expected  to  file  comments  even  if  it  only 
resubmits  or  incorporates  by  reference  its 
former  pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it 
is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to  build  a 
station  promptly.  Failure  to  file  may  lead  to 
denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  Procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration  of 
filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that  parties 
may  comment  on  them  in  reply  comments. 
They  will  not  be  considered  if  advanced  in 
reply  comments.  (See  §  1.420(d)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the  proposal(s)  in 
this  Notice,  they  will  be  considered  as 
comments  in  the  proceeding,  and  Public 
Notice  to  this  effect  will  be  given  as  long  as 
they  are  filed  before  the  date  for  filing  initial 
comments  herein.  If  they  are  filed  later  than 
that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this  docket. 

(c)  The  filing  of  a  counterproposal  may  lead 
the  Commission  to  assign  a  different  channel 
than  was  requested  for  any  of  the 
communities  involved. 

4.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments; 

Service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  §  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  and  Regulations, 
interested  parties  may  file  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached.  All 
submissions  by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or 
persons  acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must 
be  mad^in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate  pleadings. 
Comments  shall  be  served  on  the  petitioner 
by  the  person  filing  the  comments.  Reply 
comments  shall  be  served  on  the  person(s) 
who  filed  comments  to  which  the  reply  is 
directed.  Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  §  1.420  (a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules.) 

5.  Number  of  Copies.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  and  Regulations,  an  original  and  four 
copies  of  all  comments,  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents  shall  be 
furnished  the  Commission. 

6.  Public  Inspection  of  Filings.  All  filings 
made  in  this  proceeding  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commission's 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its  headquarters, 
1919  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9213  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

49  CFR  Part  571 

I  Docket  81-03,  Notice  2] 

Evaluation  Report  on  Federal  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  203, 

Impact  Protection  for  the  Driver  from 
the  Steering  Control  System,  and  No. 
204,  Steering  Column  Rearward 
Displacement 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  (NHTSA). 

ACTION:  Extension  of  comment  period. 

SUMMARY:  On  January  26, 1981  (46  FR 
8066),  the  agency  announced  the 
publication  of  an  Evaluation  Report  on 
Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 
No.  203,  Impact  Protection  for  the  Driver 
from  the  Steering  Control  System  (49 
CFR  571.203),  and  Standard  No.  204. 
Steering  Control  Rearward 
Displacement  (49  CFR  571.204).  The 
report  evaluates  the  effectiveness  and 
costs  of  the  the  Federal  standards  that 
limit  the  impact  force  and  rearward 
displacement  of  the  steering  assemblies 
in  passenger  cars.  The  agency  set  April 
27, 1981  as  the  closing  date  for 
submitting  comments  on  the  evaluation 
report. 

On  February  12, 1981,  Ford  Motor 
Company  (Ford)  requested  the  agency  to 
extend  by  60  days  the  period  for 
submitting  comments  on  the  evaluation 
report.  Ford  said  that  essentially  the 
same  personnel  that  are  responding  to 
the  final  and  proposed  rules  issued  by 
the  agency  in  December  and  January 
would  be  needed  to  analyze  and 
respond  to  the  evaluation  report.  Ford 
said  that  without  the  use  of  extensive 
overtime,  it  would  have  difficulty 
submitting  comments  on  the  evaluation 
report  by  April  27, 1981. 

In  order  to  give  Ford  and  other 
manufacturers  sufficient  time  to 
thoroughly  analyze  the  evaluation 
report,  the  agency  has  decided  to  extend 
the  comment  closing  date  by  60  days  to 
June  26, 1981. 

DATE:  Deadline  for  submission  of 
comments  is  extended  to  June  26, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Frank  G.  Ephriam  (202)  426-1575. 

(Secs.  103, 112, 119.  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat. 

718  (15  U.S.C.  1392, 1401, 1407);  delegation  of 
authority  at  49  CFR  1.50  and  501.8) 


Issued  on  March  20, 1981. 

Barry  Felrice, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Plans  and 
Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9234  Filed  3-24-81;  9:36  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-59-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Parts  1  and  2 

Implementation  of  Commission’s 
Delegation  of  Authority  To  Determine 
Whether  There  Have  Been  Significant 
Changes  in  Operating  License 
Applicant's  Activities  or  Proposed 
Activities  Since  the  Construction 
Permit  Antitrust  Determination 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  proposes  to  amend  its 
regulations  to  implement  the 
Commission’s  delegation  of  authority  to 
make  the  ‘‘significant  changes” 
determination  to  the  Director  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation  and  the  Director  of 
Nuclear  Material  Safety  and  Safeguards. 
The  “significant  changes"  determination 
is  whether  there  have  or  have  not  been 
changes  of  antitrust  significance  in  an 
operating  license  applicant’s  activities 
or  proposed  activities  under  its  license 
that  have  occurred  subsequent  to  the 
antitrust  review  conducted  in 
connection  with  the  construction  permit 
under  Section  105(c)(2)  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended.  This 
proposed  rule  would  implement  NRC 
internal  procedural  changes  and  has  no 
substantive  effect  on  licensees  of  any 
class. 

dates:  Comments  must  be  submitted  on 
or  before  April  27, 1981. 
addresses:  Written  comments 
concerning  the  proposed  amendments 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Branch. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  S.  Wood,  Utility  Finance  Branch. 
Division  of  Engineering,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation, 
Washington.  DC  20555,  Telephone:  (301) 
492-8303. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

September  12, 1979,  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  delegated  its 
authority  to  make  a  “significant 
changes"  determination  under  Section 
105c(2)  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  to  the  Director  of 


Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation  or  the 
Director  of  Nuclear  Material  Safety  and 
Safeguards,  as  appropriate.  In 
connection  with  that  delegation,  the 
Commission  approved  procedures  to  be 
used  until  such  time  as  effective 
regulations  implementing  those 
procedures  were  adopted. 

The  Commission  now  proposes  to 
amend  its  rules  of  practice  in  10  CFR 
Part  2  which  pertain  to  the 
Commission’s  authority  to  make  a 
"significant  changes”  determination  to 
implement  the  delegation  of  that 
authority  to  the  Director  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation  or  the  Director  of 
Nuclear  Material  Safety  and  Safeguards, 
as  appropriate.  The  proposed  rules  are 
self-explanatory:  they  .equire  that  a 
determination  be  made  as  to  whether  or 
not  there  have  been  changes  of  antitrust 
significance  in  an  operating  license 
applicant’s  activities  or  proposed 
activities  under  his  license  that  have 
occurred  subsequent  to  the  review 
conducted  in  connection  with  the 
construction  permit  and  afford  the 
public  an  opportunity  to  participate  in 
the  making  of  the  determination  by 
submitting  comments.  Also,  the 
Commission  proposes  to  amend  10  CFR 
Part  2  and  Appendix  A  to  Part  2  to 
reflect  the  fact  that  all  applications  for 
operating  licenses  for  facilities  for  which 
construction  permits  were  issued  under 
Section  104b  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
have  already  been  reviewed.  It  is 
therefore  proposed  that  appropriate 
deletions  be  made  in  regulations  under 
that  Section  in  10  CFR  2.101(d)(1)  and  in 
Appendix  A  to  Part  2.  Conforming 
amendments  to  the  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Part  1  are  also  proposed. 

Because  these  amendments  relate  to 
rules  of  agency  procedures  and  practice, 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and 
public  procedure  thereon  are  not 
required.  Nonetheless,  the  Commission 
would  welcome  public  comment  on  the 
proposed  amendments,  since  they 
enlarge  public  notice  and  the 
opportunity  for  public  participation  in 
the  Commission’s  determination  of 
whether  there  have  been  significant 
competitive  changes  in  an  operating 
license  applicant’s  activities  or  proposed 
activities  under  its  license  which  have 
occurred  subsequent  to  the  review 
conducted  in  connection  with  the 
construction  permit. 

REGULATORY  FLEXIBILITY  STATEMENT*.  In 
accordance  with  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  of  1980,  5  U.S.C.  605(b), 
the  Commission  hereby  certifies  that  the 
proposed  rule,  if  promulgated,  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  The 
proposed  rule  would  implement  NRC 


18748 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  58  /  Thursday,  March  26,  1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


internal  procedural  changes  and  would 
have  no  substantive  effect  on  licensees 
of  any  class. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy 
Reorganization  Act  of  1974,  as  amended, 
and  sections  552  and  553  of  Title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  adoption  of  the  following 
amendments  to  Title  10,  Chapter  1,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  Parts  1  and  2  is 
contemplated: 

PART  1— STATEMENT  OF 
ORGANIZATION  AND  GENERAL 
INFORMATION 

10  CFR  Part  1  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  1 
reads  as  follows: 

Authority:  Sec.  161,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat. 
948  (42  U.S.C.  2201);  secs.  201,  203,  204,  205, 
and  209.  Pub.  L.  93-438,  88  Stat.  1242, 1244, 
1245, 1246  and  1248  (42  U.S.C.  5841,  5843, 

5844,  5845,  and  5849):  Pub.  L.  94-79,  89  Stat. 
413;  and  5  U.S.C.  552  and  553. 

2. 10  CFR  1.42  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraph  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.42  Office  of  the  Executive  Legal 
Director. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(e)  The  Antitrust  Division  acts  as 
counsel  for  the  NRC  staff  in  public 
administrative  proceedings  before  the 
Commission,  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Appeal  Boards,  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Boards,  and 
administrative  law  judges,  in  matters 
relating  to  antitrust  aspects  of 
applications  for  nuclear  facility  licenses; 
provides  legal  advice  regarding  NRC 
antitrust  responsibilities:  and,  for 
operating  license  antitrust  reviews, 
together  with  the  Utility  Finance  Branch 
of  the  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation,  recommends  to  the 
appropriate  Office  Director  (NRR  or 
NMSS)  whether  or  not  finding  of 
significant  changes  should  be  made. 

3. 10  CFR  1.61  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraph  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.61  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation. 

***** 

(e)  The  Utility  Finance  Branch 
conducts  prelicensing  reviews  of 
applications  for  nuclear  facilities  to 
assure  that  issuance  of  a  license  will  not 
create  or  maintain  a  situation 
inconsistent  with  the  antitrust  laws;  for 
operating  license  antitrust  reviews, 
together  with  the  Antitrust  Division  of 
the  Office  of  the  Executive  Legal 
Director,  recommends  to  the  appropriate 
Office  Director  (NRR  or  NMSS)  whether 
or  not  a  finding  of  significant  changes 
should  be  made;  and  is  responsible  for 
ascertaining  compliance  with  license 


conditions  pertaining  to  antitrust 
matters.  It  administers  the  Commission’s 
program  for  indemnification  of  licensees 
against  public  liability  claims  arising  out 
of  nuclear  incidents;  and  executes 
indemnification  agreements  with 
licensees  pursuant  to  sections  170c, 

170k,  and  170.1  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended. 

PART  2— RULES  OF  PRACTICE  FOR 
DOMESTIC  LICENSING  PROCEEDINGS 

10  CFR  Part  2  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  2 
reads  as  follows: 

Authority:  Sec.  161,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat. 
948  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  2201);  Pub.  L  90- 
23,  81  Stat.  54  (5  U.S.C.  552),  unless  otherwise 
noted.  Section  2.200-2.206  also  issued  under 
sec.  186,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat.  955  (42  U.S.C. 
2236),  and  sec.  206,  Pub.  L.  93-438,  88  Stat. 

1246  (42  U.S.C.  5846),  and  §§  2.800-2.807  also 
issued  under  Pub.  L.  89-554,  80  Stat.  883  (42 
U.S.C.  553),  unless  otherwise  noted. 

2. 10  CFR  2.101  is  amended  by  revising 
the  introductory  text  of  paragraph  (c) 
and  revising  paragraph  (e)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§2.101  Filing  of  application. 

***** 

(c)  The  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  announcing  receipt  of  the 
antitrust  information  part  of  the 
application  for  a  facility  license  under 
section  103  of  the  Act,  except  for  those 
applications  described  in  §  2.101(e)  and 
§  2.102(d)(2),  will  state  that: 
***** 

(e)  (1)  Upon  receipt  of  the  antitrust 
portion  of  an  application  for  a  facility 
operating  license  under  section  103  of 
the  Act,  the  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  or  the  Director  of  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards,  as 
appropriate,  will  publish  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  in  appropriate  trade 
journals  a  “Notice  of  Receipt  of 
Operating  License  Application  and 
Request  for  Antitrust  Information.”  Such 
notice  will  invite  persons  to  submit 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  publication 
of  the  notice  comments  or  information 
concerning  the  antitrust  aspects  of  the 
application  to  assist  the  Director  in 
determining  whether  significant  changes 
in  the  licensee’s  activities  or  proposed 
activities  have  occurred  since  the 
completion  of  the  previous  antitrust 
review  in  connection  with  the 
construction  permit  pursuant  to  section 
105c  of  the  Act.  Such  notice  will  also 
state  that  persons  who  wish  to  have 
their  views  on  the  antitrust  aspects  of 
the  application  presented  to  the 
Attorney  General  for  consideration 
should  submit  such  views  within  sixty 
(60)  days  after  publication  of  the  notice 
to:  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 


Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 

Chief,  Utility  Finance  Branch. 

(2)  If  the  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  or  the  Director  of  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards,  as 
appropriate,  after  reviewing  any 
comments  or  information  received  in 
response  to  the  published  Notice  and 
any  comments  or  information  regarding 
the  applicant  received  from  the  Attorney 
General,  concludes  that  there  have  been 
no  significant  changes  since  the 
completion  of  the  previous  antitrust 
review  in  connection  with  the 
construction  permit,  a  finding  of  no 
significant  changes  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  together  with  a 
notice  stating  that  a  request  for 
reevaluation  of  such  proposed  finding 
should  be  submitted  within  sixty  (60) 
days  of  publication  of  the  notice.  If  no 
requests  for  reevaluation  are  received 
within  that  time,  the  proposed  finding 
shall  become  the  NRC’s  final 
determination.  Requests  for  a 
determination  of  significant  changes  will 
be  accepted  after  the  date  when  the 
NRC  determination  becomes  final  but 
before  the  issuance  of  the  OL  only  if 
they  contain  new  information  such  as 
information  of  facts  or  events  of 
antitrust  significance  that  have  occurred 
since  that  date,  or  information  that 
could  not  reasonably  have  been 
submitted  prior  to  that  date. 

(3)  If,  as  a  result  of  the  reevaluation  of 
the  finding  described  in  paragraph  (e)(2), 
it  is  determined  that  there  have  been  no 
significant  changes,  the  Director  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation  or  the 
Director  of  Nuclear  Material  Safety  and 
Safeguards,  as  appropriate,  will  deny 
the  request  and  will  publish  a  notice  of 
finding  of  no  significant  changes  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Such  notice  and 
finding  shall  become  the  final  NRC 
decision  thirty  (30)  days  after  being 
made  and  only  in  the  event  that  the 
Commission  has  not  exercised  sua 
sponte  review. 

(4)  If  the  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  of  the  Director  of  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards,  as 
appropriate,  concludes  that  significant 
changes  have  occurred  since  the 
completion  of  the  antitrust  review  in 
connection  with  the  construction  permit, 
the  provisions  of  §  2.102(d)  shall  apply. . 

3. 10  CFR  Section  2.102  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (d)(1)  and  (d)(2)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§2.102  Administrative  review  of 
application. 

***** 

(d)  (1)  The  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  or  Director  of  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards,  as 
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appropriate,  will  refer  and  transmit  a 
copy  of  each  docketed  application  for  a 
construction  permit  or  an  operating 
license  for  a  utilization  or  production 
facility  under  section  103  of  the  Act  to 
the  Attorney  General  as  required  by 
section  105c  of  the  Act. 

(2)  The  requirements  of  paragraph 
(d)(1)  do  not  apply  to  an  application  for 
an  operating  license  for  a  production  or 
utilization  facility  under  section  103  of 
the  Act  for  which  the  construction 
permit  was  also  issued  under  section 
103,  unless  the  Director  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation  or  the  Director  of 
Nuclear  Material  Safety  and  Safeguards, 
as  appropriate,  determines,  after 
consultation  with  the  Attorney  General 
and  in  accordance  with  §  2.101(e),  that 
such  review  is  advisable  on  the  ground 
that  significant  changes  in  the  licensee's 
activities  have  occurred  subsequent  to 
the  previous  review  by  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Commission  under 
section  105c  of  the  Act  in  connection 
with  the  construction  permit. 
***** 

Appendix  A  to  10  CFR  Part  2  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Appendix 
A  reads  as  follows: 

Authority:  (Sec.  191,  80  Stat.  386  (42  U.S.C. 
2241);  sec.  161,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat.  948  (42 
U.S.C.  2201);  sec.  201,  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  93- 
438,  88  Stat.  1243,  Pub.  L.  94-79,  89  Stat.  413 
(42  U.S.C.  5841)). 

2.  Appendix  A  to  10  CFR  Part  2  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  X(a), 
revising  and  redesignating  paragraph 
X(b),  as  X(b)(l),  adding  subparagraphs 
X(b)(2)-X(b)(5),  and  revising  paragraph 
X(c)  to  read  as  follows: 

X.  Proceedings  For  the  Consideration  of 
Antitrust  Aspects  of  Facility  License 
Applications 

(a)  Under  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Commission  is 
required,  with  respect  to  applications  for 
construction  permits  or  operating 
licenses  for  production  and  utilization 
facilities  for  industrial  or  commercial 
purposes  licensed  under  section  103, 
which  include  power  reactors  subject  to 
the  manadatory  hearing  requirements  of 
section  189a  of  the  Act,  to  follow 
procedures  for  antitrust  review  in 
section  105  of  the  Act.  This  section 
outlines  the  procedures  used  by  the 
Commission  to  implement  that  section. 

(b) (1)  When  an  application  for  a 
construction  permit  or  an  operating 
license  for  a  facility  under  section  103  of 
the  Act  subject  to  antitrust  review  under 
section  105  is  received,  the  notice  of 
receipt  of  application  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  state  that  persons 
who  wish  to  have  their  views  on  the 


antitrust  aspects  of  the  application 
presented  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
consideration  shall  submit  such  views  to 
the  Commission  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  publication  of  the  notice. 

(2)  Upon  receipt  of  the  antitrust 
portion  of  an  application  for  a  facility 
operating  license  under  section  103  of 
the  Act,  the  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  or  the  Director  of  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards,  as 
appropriate,  will  publish  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  in  appropriate  trade 
journals  a  “Notice  of  Receipt  of 
Operating  License  Application  and 
Request  for  Antitrust  Information.”  Such 
notice  will  invite  persons  to  submit 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  publication 
of  the  notice  comments  or  information 
concerning  the  antitrust  aspects  of  the 
application  to  assist  the  Director  in 
determining  whether  significant  changes 
in  the  licensee’s  activities  or  proposed 
activities  have  occurred  since  the 
completion  of  the  previous  antitrust 
review  in  connection  with  the 
construction  permit  pursuant  to  section 
105c  of  the  Act.  Such  notice  will  also 
state  that  persons  who  wish  to  have 
their  views  on  the  antitrust  aspects  of 
the  application  presented  to  the 
Attorney  General  for  consideration 
should  submit  such  views  within  sixty 
(60)  days  after  publication  of  the  notice 
to:  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 

Chief,  Utility  Finance  Branch. 

(3)  If  the  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  or  the  Director  of  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards,  as 
appropriate,  after  reviewing  any 
comments  or  information  received  in 
response  to  the  published  notice  and 
any  comments  or  information  regarding 
the  applicant  received  from  the  Attorney 
General,  concludes  that  there  have  been 
no  significant  changes  since  the 
completion  of  the  previous  antitrust 
review  in  connection  with  the 
construction  permit,  a  finding  of  no 
significant  changes  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  together  with  a 
notice  stating  that  a  request  for 
reevaluation  of  such  proposed  finding 
should  be  submitted  within  sixty  (60) 
days  of  publication  of  the  notice.  If  no 
requests  for  reevaluation  are  received 
within  that  time,  the  proposed  finding 
shall  become  the  NRC’s  final 
determination.  Requests  for  a 
determination  of  significant  changes  will 
be  accepted  after  the  date  when  the 
NRC  determination  becomes  final  but 
before  the  issuance  of  the  OL  only  if 
they  contain  new  information  such  as 
information  of  facts  or  events  of 
antitrust  significance  that  have  occurred 
since  that  date,  or  information  that 


could  not  reasonably  have  been 
submitted  prior  to  that  date. 

(4)  If,  as  a  result  of  the  reevaluation  of 
the  proposed  finding  described  above,  it 
is  determined  that  there  have  been  no 
significant  changes,  the  Director  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation  or  Director 
of  Nuclear  Material  Safety  and 
Safeguards,  as  appropriate,  will  deny 
the  request  and  will  publish  a  notice  of 
his  finding  of  no  significant  changes  in 
the  Federal  Register.  Such  notice  and 
finding  shall  become  the  final  NRC 
decision  thirty  (30)  days  after  being 
made  and  only  in  the  event  that  the 
Commission  has  not  exercised  sua 
sponte  review. 

(5)  If  the  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  or  the  Director  of  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards,  as 
appropriate,  concludes  that  significant 
changes  have  occurred  since  the 
completion  of  the  previous  antitrust 
review  in  connection  with  the 
construction  permit,  the  provisions  of 
§  2.102(d)  shall  apply. 

(c)  (1)  The  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  or  Director  of  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards,  as 
appropriate,  will  refer  and  transmit  a 
copy  of  each  application  for  a 
construction  permit  or  an  operating 
license  for  a  utilization  or  production 
facility  under  Section  103  of  the  Act,  to 
the  Attorney  General  as  required  by 
section  105c  of  the  Act.  Under  that 
section,  the  Attorney  General  will, 
within  a  reasonable  time,  but  in  no 
event  to  exceed  180  days  after  receipt 
render  such  advice  to  the  Commission 
as  he  determines  to  be  appropriate  in 
regard  to  the  finding  to  be  made  by  the 
Commission  as  to  whether  the  activities 
under  the  license  would  create  or 
maintain  a  situation  inconsistent  with 
the  antitrust  laws  specified  in  section 
105c  of  the  Act. 

(2)  Such  review  is  not  required  for 
applications  for  operating  licenses  for 
production  or  utilization  facilities  under 
section  103  of  the  Act  for  which  the 
construction  permit  was  also  issued 
under  section  103,  unless  the  Director  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation  or  the 
Director  of  Nuclear  Material  Safety  and 
Safeguards,  as  appropriate,  determines, 
after  consultation  with  the  Attorney 
General  and  in  accordance  with 
§  2.101(e),  that  such  review  is  advisable 
on  the  ground  that  significant  changes  in 
the  licensee’s  activities  or  proposed 
activities  have  occurred  subsequent  to 
the  previous  review  by  the  Attorney 
General  and  by  the  Commission  under 
section  105c  of  the  Act  in  connection 
with  the  construction  permit. 

*  *  *  *  * 
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For  The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Samuel  Chilk, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  DC,  this  20th  day  of 
March  1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9224  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-** 


10  CFR  Part  35 

Therapeutic  Treatment  of  Cardiac 
Dysfunction  by  Iodine-131 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intention  to  retain 
existing  regulation. 

SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  is  issuing  this  notice  of 
intent  to  retain  in  its  regulations  the 
treatment  of  cardiac  dysfunction  by 
iodine-131  as  an  accepted  therapeutic 
procedure.  In  1976,  this  procedure  was 
reclassified  by  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  as  lacking 
substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness. 
However,  NRCs  Advisory  Committee 
on  the  Medical  Use  of  Isotopes,  the 
American  College  of  Cardiology  and 
several  physicians  have  recommended 
that  this  treatment  should  not  be 
removed  from  NRC  regulations  since 
this  would  be  detrimental  to  the  health 
of  some  patients. 

DATES:  Comment  period  expires  May  26, 
1981.  Comments  received  after  May  26, 
1981,  will  be  considered  if  it  is  practical 
to  do  so,  but  assurance  of  consideration 
cannot  be  given  except  as  to  comments 
received  on  or  before  May  26, 1981. 
ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  written  comments  and 
suggestions  on  this  notice  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Docketing  and  Service  Branch.  Copies  of 
comments  received  by  the  Commission 
may  be  examined  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Deborah  A.  Bozik,  Office  of  Standards 
Development,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20555 
(Phone  301-443-5860). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
35.100(d)(1)  of  10  CFR  Part  35,  "Human 
Uses  of  Byproduct  Material,"  permits 
the  use  of  iodine-131  as  therapeutic 
treatment  of  cardiac  dysfunction.  This 


notice  sets  out  the  reasons  for  the 
Commission's  decision  to  retain  this 
regulation.  Iodine-131  in  the  form  of 
sodium-iodide  is  used  as  a  therapeutic 
agent  in  the  treatment  of  euthyroid  heart 
diseases  such  as  angina  pectoris  and 
congestive  heart  failure.  This  treatment 
of  cardiac  dysfunction  with  iodine-131 
was  introduced  approximately  thirty 
years  ago.  FDA  has  on  record  clinical 
studies  which  document  safety  when 
iodine-131  is  used  to  treat  cardiac 
dysfunction.  While  the  application  of 
iodine-131  to  the  thyroid  during  the 
therapeutic  treatment  of  cardiac 
dysfunction  does  damage  the  thyoid,  the 
net  effect  on  patients  has  been 
demonstrated  through  clinical  tests  to  be 
beneficial  and  no  major  adverse  side 
effects  have  been  identified.  In  1971,  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  classified 
the  therapeutic  treatment  of  cardiac 
dysfunction  with  iodine-131  as  possibly 
effective.  Since  no  person  submitted  any 
clinical  data  to  support  the  possibly 
effective  indication,  the  FDA 
reclassified  the  treatment  of  cardiac 
dysfunction  as  lacking  substantial 
evidence  of  effectiveness  in  1976  (41  FR 
38800).  Other  alternatives,  principally 
non-radioactive  drug  therapy,  have 
largely  replaced  iodine-131  for  the 
treatment  of  cardiac  dysfunction. 

Although  FDA’s  action  was  based  on 
lack  of  evidence  of  effectiveness,  this 
should  not  be  taken  as  a  definite 
conclusion  that  the  treatment  of  cardiac 
dysfunction  with  iodine-131  is 
ineffective. 

Since  1951,  the  FDA  has  recorded 
three  adverse  reactions  to  the  use  of 
iodine-131  in  the  therapeutic  treatment 
of  cardiac  dysfunction.  Two  of  these 
reactions  were  classified  as  possibly 
drug  related,  and  the  third  was 
classified  as  remotely  drug  related. 

On  February  9, 1979,  NRC  published  a 
final  Medical  Policy  Statement,  44  FR 
8242,  which  stated  in  part  that  “NRC 
will  continue  to  restrict  the  uses  of 
therapeutic  and  certain  diagnostic 
radioactive  drugs  to  the  indicated 
procedures  that  have  been  approved  by 
FDA.”  However,  FDA’s  basic  regulatory 
policy  does  not  infringe  on  the 
physician’s  medical  treatment 
prerogatives.  NRC's  Medical  Policy 
Statement  establishes  that,  in  the  best 
interest  of  the  patient,  a  proper  balance 
and  flexibility  should  exist  between  the 
exercise  of  governmental  regulatory 
authority  in  the  nuclear  medicine  area 
and  the  practice  of  medicine  by 


physicians.  The  Policy  Statement 
conveys  this  idea  as  follows: 

The  NRC  will  minimize  Intrusion  into 
medical  judgments  affecting  patients  and  into 
other  areas  traditionally  considered  to  be 
part  of  the  practice  of  medicine. 

The  Commission  recognizes  that  physicians 
have  the  primary  responsibility  for  the 
protection  of  their  patients.  The  Commission 
believes  that  basic  decisions  concerning  the  • 
diagnosis  and  treatment  of  disease  are  a  part 
of  the  physician-patient  relationship  and  are 
traditionally  considered  to  be  a  part  of  the 
practice  of  medicine.  NRC  regulations  are 
predicated  on  the  assumption  that  properly 
trained  and  adequately  informed  physicians 
will  make  decisions  in  the  best  interest  of 
their  patients. 

Both  the  American  College  of 
Cardiology  and  several  physicians  have 
indicated  that  the  therapeutic  treatment 
of  cardiac  dysfunction  by  iodine-131 
should  not  be  removed  from  NRC 
regulations  since  this  would  be 
detrimental  to  the  health  of  some 
patients.  In  accord  with  this  indication, 
at  its  most  recent  meeting  on  August  18, 
1980,  NRC’s  Advisory  Committee  on  the 
Medical  Uses  of  Radioisotopes 
recommended  that  cardiac  dysfunction 
therapy  with  iodine-131  should  be 
unconditionally  retained  in  the 
regulations. 

The  Commission  has  concluded  that 
NRC  should  unconditionally  retain  in 
§  35.100(d)(1)  of  10  CFR  the  use  of 
iodine-131  for  the  therapeutic  treatment 
of  cardiac  dysfunction.  The  Commission 
believes  that  this  decision  is  in 
consonance  with  the  expressed  intent  of 
the  Medical  Policy  Statement  which  was 
formulated  to  encompass  a  proper 
balance  and  flexibility  so  that  the  best 
interests  of  patients  would  not  be 
compromised.  The  Commission  believes 
that  this  position  exemplifies  and 
accentuates  the  balance  which  was  built 
into  the  Medical  Policy  Statement. 

Comments,  suggestions,  or 
recommendations  concerning  this  action 
by  the  Commission  are  invited  from  all 
interested  persons. 

(Secs.  81, 161,  Pub.  L  83-703,  68  Stat.  935,  948 
(42  U.S.C.  2111,  2201);  Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  93-438, 
88  Stat.  1242  (42  U.S.C.  5841)) 

Dated  at  Washington  D.C.,  this  19th  day  of 
March  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Samuel  J.  Chilk, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9223  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 
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ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

Committee  on  Agency  Decisional 
Processes,  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-163),  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the 
Committee  on  Agency  Decisional 
Processes  of  the  Administrative 
Conference  of  the  United  States,  to  be 
held  at  10:00  a.m.,  Monday,  April  13, 

1981  at  the  office  of  Ginsburg.  Feldman. 
Weil  &  Bress,  1700  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW„  Suite  300,  Washington, 
DC. 

The  Committee  will  meet  to  discuss 
its  draft  recommendation  on  separation 
of  functions  and  staff  communications 
with  decisionmakers  in  agency 
proceeding. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public,  but  limited  to  the  space 
available.  Persons  wishing  to  attend 
should  notify  the  Office  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  Administration  Conference  at 
least  two  days  in  advance.  The 
Committee  Chairman,  if  he  deems  it 
appropriate,  may  permit  members  of  the 
public  to  present  oral  statements  at  the 
meeting:  any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  a  written  statement  with  the 
Committee  before,  during  or  after  the 
meeting. 

For  further  information  concerning 
this  meeting  contact  Charles  R.  Pouncy, 
staff  attorney,  Administrative 
Conference  of  the  United  States,  2120  L 
Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  (202-254- 
7065).  Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  upon  request. 

Richard  K.  Berg, 

Executive  Secretary'. 

|FR  Due.  81-9101  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  ;im| 

BILLING  CODE  61 10-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 

Stillwater  PGM  Resources  Proposed 
Platinum  Mining  and  Milling  Facilities, 
Gallatin  National  Forest,  Big  Timber 
Ranger  District,  Sweet  Grass  County, 
Mont.;  Intent  to  Prepare  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  the 
Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  will  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement  for  the 
development  of  the  proposed  Stillwater 
PGM  Resources  platinum  mining  and 
milling  facility  on  the  Big  Timber  Ranger 
District. 

The  environmental  impact  statement 
will  be  written  as  a  joint  federal-state 
document  with  the  Montana  Department 
of  State  Lands. 

A  range  of  alternatives  will  be 
considered  for  this  project.  The 
alternatives  will  include  alternate  sites 
for  the  various  facilities.  Specific 
alternatives  will  be  developed  as  the 
scoping  process  evolves. 

Early  in  the  environmental  analysis. 
Federal,  state,  and  local  agencies,  and 
individuals  or  organizations  who  may  be 
interested  in  or  affected  by  the  decision 
will  be  invited  to  participate  in  the 
scoping  process,  which  includes:  (a) 
indentification  of  those  issues  to  be 
addressed;  (b)  identification  of  issues  to 
be  analyzed  in  depth;  and,  (c) 
elimination  of  insignificant  issues,  or 
those  which  have  been  covered  by  a 
previous  environmental  review. 

John  Drake,  Forest  Supervisor, 

Gallatin  National  Forest,  is  the 
responsible  official.  Questions  about  the 
proposed  action  and  environmental 
impact  statement  should  be  directed  to 
Sherm  Sollid,  the  geologist  in  the  Forest 
Supervisor’s  Office  (phone  406-587- 
5271). 

The  analysis  is  expected  to  take  about 
21  months.  The  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  should  be  available 
for  public  review  by  September  1982. 
The  final  environmental  impact 
statement  is  scheduled  to  be  completed 
in  January  1983. 

Written  comments  and  suggestions 
concerning  this  analysis  should  be  sent 
to  John  Drake,  Forest  Supervisor, 
Gallatin  National  Forest,  P.O.  Box  130, 
Bozeman.  Montana,  59715,  by  June  15, 
1981. 


Dated:  March  20, 1981. 

John  T.  Drake, 

Forest  Supervisor. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9186  Filed  3-25-81  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-1 1-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
International  Trade  Administration 

Sugar  From  the  United  Kingdom; 
Preliminary  Results  of  Administrative 
Review  of  Countervailing  Duty  Order 
and  of  Tentative  Determination  To 
Revoke 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Preliminary  Results  of 
Administrative  Review  of 
Countervailing  Duty  Order  and  of 
Tentative  Determination  to  Revoke. 


SUMMARY:  This  notice  is  to  advise  the 
public  that  the  Department  of  Commerce 
has  conducted  an  administrative  review 
of  the  countervailing  duty  order  on  sugar 
from  the  United  Kingdom.  As  a  result  of 
this  review,  the  Department  has 
preliminarily  determined  to  revoke  such 
order  on  the  grounds  that  the  subsidy 
practices  cited  in  the  final  determination 
have  been  terminated  and  that  the 
merchandise  has  been  covered  by  a 
subsequent  order.  Interested  parties  are 
invited  to  comment  on  this  decision. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  26, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joseph  A.  Black  or  Josephine  A.  Russo, 
Office  of  Compliance,  Room  1126, 
International  Trade  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230  (202-377-1774  or  377-2786). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Procedural  Background 

On  January  22, 1938,  the  Department 
of  the  Treasury  imposed  a 
countervailing  duty  order  (T.D.  49344)  on 
refined  sugar  from  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Northern  Ireland 
(‘‘the  UK").  The  order  stated  that 
exports  of  this  merchandise  benefitted 
from  bounties  or  grants  within  the 
meaning  of  section  303  of  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930  (19  U.S.C.  1303)(“the  Act”). 
Accordingly,  imports  into  the  United 
States  of  this  merchandise  were  subject 
to  countervailing  duties. 

On  January  1, 1973,  the  UK  became  a 
member  of  the  European  Communities 
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(“the  EC”).  On  July  28, 1978,  a  notice  of 
“Final  Countervailing  Duty 
Determination,”  T.D.  78-253,  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR 
33237)  regarding  exports  of  sugar  from 
the  EC.  On  January  1, 1980,  the 
provisions  of  title  I  of  the  Trade 
Agreements  Act  of  1979  (“the  TAA") 
became  effective.  The  authority  for 
administering  the  countervailing  duty 
law  was  transferred  from  the 
Department  of  the  Treasury  to  the 
Department  of  Commerce  (“the 
Department”)  on  January  2, 1980.  The 
Department  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  13, 1980  (45  FR  31455),  a 
notice  of  intent  to  conduct 
administrative  reviews  of  all 
outstanding  countervailing  duty  orders. 
As  required  by  section  751  of  the  Act, 
the  Department  has  conducted  an 
administrative  review  of  the  order  on 
sugar  from  the  UK. 

Scope  of  the  Review 

Imports  covered  by  this  review  are 
sugar  from  the  UK.  Sugar  is  currently 
classifiable  under  items  155.20  and 
155.30  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the 
United  States.  The  countervailable 
program  cited  in  the  final  determination 
was  the  excessive  drawback  of  customs 
duties  on  imported  raw  sugar. 

Preliminary  Results  of  the  Review 

As  a  result  of  our  review,  we 
preliminarily  conclude  that  the  imported 
merchandise  no  longer  benefits  from 
subsidies  from  the  Government  of  the 
UK.  The  Department  has  received 
official  confirmation  that  the  UK 
eliminated  the  program  of  excessive 
duty  drawbacks,  and  that  sugar  from  the 
UK  does  not  benefit  from  any  subsidies 
other  than  those  available  under 
programs  of  the  EC.  In  addition,  entries 
of  this  merchandise  are  presently 
covered  by  the  countervailing  duty  order 
on  sugar  from  the  EC. 

Therefore,  in  accordance  with 
§  355.42(c)(2)  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations,  the  Department  has 
tentatively  determined  to  revoke  the 
countervailing  duty  order  concerning 
sugar  from  the  UK.  If  this  order  is 
revoked,  it  shall  apply  to  unliquidated 
entries  of  UK  sugar  entered,  or 
withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption  on  or  after  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice.  There  are  no 
known  unliquidated  entries  of  this 
merchandise  entered,  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse,  for  consumption  prior 
to  April  4, 1980,  the  date  of  suspension 
of  liquidation  of  all  entries  covered  by 
the  countervailing  duty  order  on  sugar 
from  the  EC.  Entries  on  or  after  April  4, 
1980  of  UK  sugar  will  be  included  in  the 
Department’s  administrative  review  of 


the  order  on  sugar  from  the  EC. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
comments  on  this  decision  within  30 
days  of  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  and  may  request  disclosure  and/ 
or  a  hearing  within  25  days  of  the  date 
of  publication.  Any  request  for  an 
administrative  protective  order  must  be 
made  within  5  days  of  the  date  of 
publication.  The  Department  will 
publish  the  final  results  of  the 
administrative  review  after  analysis  of 
issues  raised  in  written  comments  or  at 
a  hearing. 

This  administrative  reivew,  tentative 
determination  to  revoke,  and  notice  are 
in  accordance  with  sections  751  (a)(1), 
(c)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1675  (a)(1),  (c)) 
and  §§  355.41  and  355.42  of  the 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  CFR  355.41, 
355.42). 

John  D.  Greenwald, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

March  20, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9086  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
International  Trade  Administration 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  Territorial  and  International 
Affairs 

Rules  for  the  Allocation  of  Watch 
Quotas  for  Calendar  Year  1981  Among 
Producers  Located  in  the  Virgin 
Islands,  Guam,  and  American  Samoa 

agency:  Import  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce:  Office  of 
Territorial  and  International  Affairs, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

ACTION:  Final  annual  rules. 


SUMMARY:  The  rules  establish  the 
formula  for  allocation  of  calendar  year 
1981  watch  quotas  among  producers  in 
the  Virgin  Islands  and  Guam;  raise  the 
maximum  of  wages  per  person  that  shall 
be  credited  in  the  wage  factor  of  the 
formula:  reduce  the  weight  assigned  to 
taxes  in  the  allocation  formula;  increase 
the  weights  assigned  to  wages  and 
shipments;  and  set  aside  quota  for 
applications  from  new  firms  in  the 
Virgin  Islands  and  American  Samoa. 

The  Departments  published  the  rules  in 
proposed  form  on  November  24, 1980  (45 
FR  77496  (1980)),  and  invited  comments 
from  interested  persons.  A  summary  and 
discussion  of  the  comments  received  is 
contained  in  Supplementary  Information 
below. 

DATE:  These  rules  are  effective  March 
26,1981. 


FOR  ADDITIONAL  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Frank  W.  Creel,  who  can  be  reached 
on  202-377-1660. 

I  SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

accordance  with  Executive  Order  12291 
dated  February  17, 1981,  the 
Departments  of  Commerce  and  the 
Interior  have  determined  that  these  rules 
do  not  constitute  a  “major  rule”  as 
defined  by  Section  1(b)  of  the  Order. 

They  are  not  likely  to  result  in: 

(1)  An  annual  effect  on  the  economy 
of  $100  million  or  more; 

(2)  A  major  increase  in  costs  or  prices 
in  either  the  public  or  private  sector;  or 

(3)  Significant  adverse  impact  on  the 
domestic  economy  or  on  the  ability  of 
U.S.  enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign 
enterprises. 

Additionally,  to  further  the  intent  of 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  the 
Departments  have  determined  that 
publication  of  these  rules  will  have  no 
adverse  impact  on  small  business 
entities.  The  interests  of  the  small 
business  entities  affected  by  the  rules,  in 
fact,  require  their  publication  in  order 
that  the  Departments  might  timely 
allocate  the  duty-free  quotas  upon 
which  the  continued  existence  of  these 
small  business  entities  depends. 

Finally,  the  Departments  have 
determined  that  publication  of  these 
rules  will  result  in  negligible  additional 
paperwork  the  burden  of  which  is 
limited  solely  to  those  entities  receiving 
the  associated  federal  benefits. 
Accordingly,  publication  of  these  rules 
is  consistent  with  the  Departments’ 
responsibilities  under  the  paperwork 
Reduction  Plan  Act  of  1980. 

In  response  to  their  invitation  for 
comments,  the  Departments  received 
two  submissions.  One  Commentor 
expressed  its  general  support  for  the 
rules  as  proposed  and  had  no  objections 
to  any  of  the  proposed  provisions. 

The  other  commentor,  the  Guam 
Department  of  Commerce,  commented 
as  follows: 

As  of  1980,  the  firms  engaged  in  the 
assembly  of  watches  and  bands  in  Guam 
have  discontinued  their  operations.  The 
major  cause  for  the  failure  of  watch  assembly 
operations  in  Guam  was  the  year  to  year 
changes  in  watch  quota  allocations  and  other 
non-quota  barriers.  Quota  restrictions  and 
the  threat  of  their  impositions  seriously 
detain  the  establishment  of  stable  industries 
in  the  territories.  In  certain  cases,  quotas 
were  allocated  at  a  late  date  allowing 
inadequate  time  for  the  marketing  process  , 
which  includes  the  production  plan  and 
provision  of  supplies.  Without  consideration 
of  these  basic  business  practices,  the  firms 
were  incurring  unnecessary  expenses  leading 
lo  discontinued  operations. 
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This  commentor  observed  that 
industrial  development  in  the  U.S. 
territories  could  not,  because  of  its 
inherently  small  scale,  pose  any  threat 
to  the  U.S.  domestic  industry;  that  self- 
sufficiency  of  the  territories  would 
alleviate  an  undesirable  drain  on  the 
federal  budget;  and  concluded  that,  “in 
order  to  have  the  Headnote  3(a)  become 
a  genuine  impetus  for  the  development 
of  the  territories,  it  is  necessary  to  have 
legally  binding  assurances  that  the 
exports  of  the  territories  to  the  U.S. 
under  the  Headnote  3(a)  will  not  be 
subject  to  quotas  or  any  other  non-quota 
barrier.” 

The  Departments  note  that  the 
comments  of  the  Guam  Department  of 
Commerce  are  essentially  concerned 
with  legislative  issues  which  might  be 
presented  to  the  Congress,  and  not  with 
regulatory  provisions  of  existing  law. 

The  quota  itself,  for  example,  is  a 
statutory  provision  which  the 
Departments  are  charged  with 
allocating,  and  may  not  be  removed 
except  by  act  of  the  Congress.  It  is  also 
provided  by  law  that  the  amounts  of  the 
territorial  quotas  be  determined  by  the 
International  Trade  Commission  and 
communicated  to  the  Departments  by 
April  1  each  year.  Accordingly,  the 
Departments  are  not  authorized  to  make 
full  annual  allocations  of  quota  prior  to 
April  1. 

We  note,  however,  that  implementing 
regulations  provide  for  initial  quota 
allocations,  pending  the  annual 
allocations,  which  permit  operational 
continuity  by  all  firms,  whether  in  Guam 
or  the  Virgin  Islands.  Also,  the 
Departments  selected  during  1980  a  new 
Guam  firm  which  is  expected  to 
commence  operations  early  in  1981. 
Provided  the  firm  is  successful  and 
conducts  its  operations  in  accordance 
with  the  projections  contained  in  its 
new-entrant  application,  the 
Departments  fully  expect  its 
contributions  to  the  Guam  economy  will 
substantially  exceed  the  respective 
contributions  of  firms  which  formerly 
operated  in  Guam. 

When  the  Departments  published  the 
proposed  rules,  certain  circumstances 
pertaining  to  the  allocation  of  the  1981 
Guam  quota  were  not  yet  clear.  In  this 
connection,  there  were  no  shipments 
from  Guam  during  1980,  either  by  the 
firm  which  was  an  eligible  producer  on 
the  basis  of  its  1979  shipments  or  by  the 
new  firm  selected  by  the  Departments 
during  1980.  The  former  producer,  in 
addition,  did  not  submit  an  application 
for  quota  in  1981  and  thereby 
relinquished  its  status  as  an  eligible 
producer.  The  new  firm,  although  unable 
to  commence  assembly  operations  and 


make  shipments  during  1980,  has 
applied  for  quota  in  1981.  Section  2  of 
the  final  rules  makes  appropriate 
provisions  for  allocating  the  1981  Guam  . 
quota  to  this  single  eligible  producer  in 
Guam. 

Accordingly,  the  final  1981  watch 
quota  allocation  rules  are  adopted  as 
shown  below. 

(Pub.  L.  89-805,  80  Stat.  1521  (19  5J.S.C.  1202) 
as  amended;  15  CFR  Part  303) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C..  on  March  23. 
1981. 

Waring  Partridge, 

Deputy  to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Import  Administration.  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce. 

Ruth  G.  Van  Cleve, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Policy. 
Territorial  and  International  Affairs,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

Section  1.  (a)  A  portion  of  the  1981 
Virgin  Islands  quota  determined  in 
accordance  with  subsection  (b)  below 
will  be  allocated  on  the  basis  of  (1)  the 
dollar  amount  of  wages,  up  to  a 
maximum  of  $17,000  per  person,  paid  by 
each  producer  during  calendar  year  1980 
to  Virgin  Islands  residents  and 
attributable  to  each  producer’s  headnote 
3(a)  watch  and  watch  movement 
assembly  operations,  (2)  the  dollar 
amount  of  income  taxes  paid  by  each 
producer  during  calendar  year  1980 
attributable  to  its  headnote  3(a)  watch 
and  watch  movement  assembly 
operations  (excluding  penalty  payments 
and  income  tax  refunds  and  subsidies 
paid  by  the  Virgin  Islands  government 
during  calendar  year  1980),  and  (3)  the 
number  of  units  of  watches  and  watch 
movements  assembled  in  the  Virgin 
Islands  and  entered  by  each  producer 
duty-free  into  the  customs  territory  of 
the  United  States  during  calendar  year 
1980. 

(b)  In  making  allocations  under  this 
formula,  a  weight  of  70  percent  will  be  - 
assigned  to  the  wage  factor,  a  weight  of 
5  percent  will  be  assigned  to  the  income 
tax  factor,  and  a  weight  of  25  percent 
will  be  assigned  to  the  shipment  factor. 
An  amount  representing  that  portion  of 
the  1981  Virgin  Islands  quota  equal  to 
the  ratio  of  general  headnote  3(a) 
shipments  of  watches  and  watch 
movements  from  the  territory  during 
1980  to  the  total  1980  Virgin  Islands 
quota  will  be  allocated  among  the 
producers  in  the  Virgin  Islands,  in 
accordance  with  the  allocation  factors 
and  weights  specified  in  (a)  above. 

Section  2.  Sixty  percent  of  the  1981 
Guam  quote  may  be  allocated,  pursuant 
to  §  303.5(a)(4)  of  Title  15  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  to  the  new  Guam 


firm  selected  in  1980  (see  also 
subsection  3(b)  and  Section  6,  below). 

Section  3.  (a)  The  portion  of  the  Virgin 
Islands  quota  not  allocated  pursuant  to 
Section  1,  except  as  specified  in  Section 
4,  will  be  allocated  among  firms  meeting 
the  requirements  of  paragraphs  (1)  or  (2) 
of  this  section.  Eligible  firms  will  be 
allocated  quota  in  accordance  with  the 
factors  and  weights  specified  in  Section 
1.  Allocation  of  the  portion  of  the  Virgin 
Islands  quota  under  this  Section  will  be 
made  to  firms  which:  (1)  Assembled  all 
watch  movements  shipped  during  1980 
from  unassembled  movements  having  at 
least  26  discrete  components  and  all 
watches  (that  is,  cased  movements) 
during  1980  from  at  least  29  discrete 
components,  including  at  least  26 
movement  components  and  at  least  3 
case  components;  or  (2)  Made  wage 
payments  during  1980  in  the  territory 
averaging  not  less  than  $.75  per  watch 
movement  and  $.95  per  watch 
assembled  and  shipped  into  the  customs 
territory  of  the  United  States.  In 
determining  a  firm’s  eligibility  under  this 
criterion,  the  Departments  may  make 
appropriate  data  adjustments  to  take 
into  account  w'ages  paid  for  the 
assembly  of  units  not  shipped  during 

1980  and  shipments  assembled  prior  to 
1980. 

(b)  Allocation  of  the  portion  of  the 
Guam  quota  not  allocated  pursuant  to 
Section  2  may  be  allocated  pursuant  to 
§  303.5(b)  of  Title  15  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Section  4.  Quota  set  aside  for  new 
firms  in  the  Virgin  Islands  under 
subsection  5(b)  shall  be  subtracted  from 
the  quota  amount  allocable  under 
Section  3,  before  allocations  are  made 
pursuant  to  that  subsection. 

Section  5.  (a)  Applications  from  new 
firms  are  invited  for  the  calendar  year 

1981  American  Samoa  quota.  Due  to  the 
limited  size  of  the  American  Samoa 
quota,  the  Departments  will  allocate 
that  quota  to  the  single  firm  which  offers 
the  best  prospect  of  making  a 
meaningful  long-term  contribution  to  the 
economy  of  the  territory. 

(b)  Applications  from  new  firms  are 
invited  for  500,000  units  of  the  calendar 
year  1981  Virgin  Islands  quota. 

(c)  Applicants  for  new-entrant  quotas 
must  complete  applicable  sections  of 
Form  ITA-334P,  copies  of  which  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Statutory  Import 
Program  Staff,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 
Detailed  instructions  for  completing 
ITA-334P  will  be  provided  by  the 
Statutory  Import  Programs  Staff  together 
with  copies  of  the  application  form. 

(d)  Tbe  Departments  will  consider 
new'  entrant  applications  only  from 
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firms  which  certify  to  the  Departments 
that  they  are  able  and  willing  to  meet 
the  minimum  assembly  or  wage 
contribution  criteria  established  in 
Section  3.  Following  the  Secretaries’ 
determination  that  a  qualifying 
application  has  been  received,  an 
announcement  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  establishing  a  closing 
date  for  further  applications.  The  closing 
date  shall  be  30  days  from  the  date  of 
such  notice.  If  the  Departments  do  not 
receive  prior  to  September  1, 1981,  a 
qualifying  application  for  quota  set 
aside  by  subsection  (b)  above,  that 
quota  may  be  reallocated  among  eligible 
producers  pursuant  to  §  303.5(b)  of  Title 
15  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

Section  6.  Reallocation  of  calendar 
year  1981  quota  that  becomes  available 
will  be  restricted  to  those  firms 
satisfying  the  criteria  established  in 
subsection  3(a),  to  any  new  entrant 
firms  selected  pursuant  to  Section  5 
above,  and  to  the  new  Guam  firm 
selected  in  1980,  provided  its  operations 
at  the  time  of  the  reallocation  satisfy  the 
criteria  established  in  subsection  3(a). 

Section  7.  As  used  in  Section  3  of 
these  rules, 

(a)  “Wages”  means  all  wages  up  to 
$17,000  per  person  paid  to  residents  of 
the  territories  employed  in  a  firm’s 
headnote  3(a)  watch  and  watch 
movement  assembly  operations. 
Excluded,  however,  are  wages  paid  to  (i) 
accountants,  lawyers,  or  other 
professional  personnel  who  may  render 
special  services  to  the  firm,  (ii)  persons 
assembling  non-headnote  3(a)  watches 
and  watch  movements,  (iii)  persons 
engaged  in  the  repair  of  non-headnote 
3(a)  watches  and  watch  movements,  and 
(iv)  persons  engaged  in  the  strapping 
and  packaging  of  watches.  Wages  paid 
to  persons  engaged  in  both  headnote 
3(a)  and  non-headnote  3(a)  assembly 
and  repair  activities  shall  be  credited 
proportionately  for  their  headnote  3(a) 
activities,  provided  the  firm  maintains 
production  and  payroll  records  adequate 
for  the  Departments’  verification  of  the 
headnote  3(a)  portion. 

(b)  “Discrete  movement  components” 
means  screws,  parts,  components  and 
subassemblies  not  assembled  together 
with  another  part,  component  or 
subassembly  at  the  time  of  importation 
into  the  territory.  (A  mainplate 
containing  set  jewels  or  shock  devices, 
together  with  other  parts,  would  be 
considered  a  single  discrete  component, 
as  would  a  barrel  bridge  subassembly.) 
Excluded  are  dials,  dial  washers,  dial 
screws,  hour  wheels,  hands,  automatic 
mechanisms  and  related  parts,  day-date 
mechanisms  and  calendar  features,  and 
jewels. 


Section  8.  (a)  All  firms  must,  as  a 
condition  for  receipt  of  allocations  or 
reallocations  based  on  subsection  3(a) 
criteria,  certify  to  the  Departments  that 
they  will  not  alter  assembly  operations 
during  calendar  year  1981  in  a  manner 
which  would  result  in  their  failure  to 
satisfy* the  respective  criteria. 

(b)  If  the  Departments  have  reason  to 
believe  that  a  producer  has  not  complied 
with  or  is  not  complying  with  the 
certification  required  by  subsection  (a) 
of  this  Section,  they  may  issue  an  order 
requiring  the  producer  to  show  cause 
within  30  days  of  receipt  of  the  order 
why  the  duty-free  quota  to  which  it 
would  otherwise  be  entitled  should  not 
be  cancelled  or  reduced  by  the 
Departments. 

ire  Doc.  81-9169  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am| 
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National  Bureau  of  Standards 

Solicitation  of  Comments  on  Impact 
and  Applicability  of  Planned  “User- 
Oriented  Data  Communication 
Performance  Parameters”  Standard 

Under  the  provisions  of  Public  Law 
89-306  (79  Stat.  1127;  40  U.S.C.  759(f)) 
and  Executive  Order  11717  (38  FR  12315, 
dated  May  11, 1973),  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  is  authorized  to  establish 
uniform  automatic  data  processing 
standards.  The  National  Bureau  of 
Standards  (NBS)  plans  to  propose  a 
group  of  user-oriented  data 
communication  performance  parameters 
as  a  joint  Federal  Information 
Processing  Standard/Federal  Standard 
in  1982.  The  draft  technical 
specifications  of  this  planned  standard 
were  developed  under  the  auspices  of 
the  American  National  Standards 
Institute.  They  are  available  for  review 
from  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards, 
Institute  for  Computer  Sciences  and 
Technology,  Building  225,  Room  B64, 
Washington,  D.C.  20234,  ATTN;  Data 
Communication  Performance  Standard. 

NBS  is  requesting  comments  on  this 
planned  standard  and  is  particularly 
interested  in  the  following  items: 

1.  The  impact  of  implementing  this 
planned  performance  standard.  Data  is 
solicited  on  the  effort  required  to 
implement  this  planned  standard  within 
existing  systems  through  retrofitting  and 
also  within  planned  systems. 

2.  The  applicability  of  this  planned 
standard.  The  objectives  of  this 
standard  are  to  improve  Federal 
Government  procurement  and  operation 
of  digital  telecommunications  and 
teleprocessing  systems  by  defining  user- 
oriented,  system  independent 
parameters  for  describing  performance. 


These  are  intended  to  permit  the 
accurate  definition  of  minimum  user 
requirements  and  to  maximize 
opportunities  for  competitive  acquisition 
of  equipment  and  services  to  meet  these 
requirements.  Comments  are  requested 
on  specific  applicability  statements, 
consistent  with  these  objectives,  which 
may  be  included  in  the  standard, 

3.  Time  period  required  to  conform  to 
this  planned  standard.  Comments  are 
solicited  on  the  amount  of  time  which 
should  be  allowed  for  conformance  to 
the  planned  standard.  This  planned 
standard  defines  performance 
parameters  only. 

Work  is  in  process  on  a  planned 
companion  standard  that  will  specify 
the  procedures  for  determining  values 
for  the  performance  parameters  that  are 
defined  in  this  planned  standard. 

Comments  should  be  provided  in 
writing  by  May  26, 1981,  to  the  following 
address:  National  Bureau  of  Standards, 
Director,  Institute  for  Computer  Sciences 
and  Technology,  Administration 
Building,  Room  A200,  Washington,  D  C. 
20234,  ATTN:  Data  Communication 
Performance  Standard. 

For  additional  information  contact".  Dr. 
John  P.  Riganati,  Chief,  System 
Components  Division,  Building  225, 
Room  A219,  Washington,  D.C.  20234. 
(301)  921-2705. 

Dated:  March  23. 1981. 

Ernest  Ambler, 

Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9202  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  amj 
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National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service; 
Public  Meeting 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 

Service,  NOAA. 

action:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  The  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  will  convene  a  meeting 
to  discuss  the  Salmon  and  Steelhead 
Conservation  and  Enhancement  Act  of 
1980  (the  "Act”),  Public  Law  96-561.  One 
part  of  the  Act  requires  the 
establishment  of  an  advisory 
commission.  This  meeting  is  necessary 
to  develop  the  structural  organization  of 
this  advisory  commission  and  to  discuss 
guidelines  and  objectives  necessary  to 
prepare  a  comprehensive  report  as  set 
forth  in  the  Act. 

DATE:  April  13, 1981,  9:30  a.m.  PST  to 
5:00  p.m. 

ADDRESS:  Commission  Room,  Oregon 
Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife,  506 
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SW.  Mill  Street,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 
Seating  is  limited. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

H.  A.  Larkins,  Northwest  Regional 
Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  1700  Westlake  Avenue  North, 
Seattle,  Washington  98109.  Telephone: 
(206)  442-7575. 

Dated:  March  23. 1981. 

William  H.  Stevenson, 

Deputy  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.  81-8218  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  »m| 
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National  Technical  Information  Service 

U.S.  Government-Owned  Inventions; 
Availability  for  Licensing 

The  inventions  listed  below  are 
owned  by  the  U.S.  Government  and  are 
available  for  domestic  and,  possibly, 
foreign  licensing  in  accordance  with  the 
licensing  policies  of  the  agency- 
sponsors. 

Copies  of  patents  cited  are  available 
from  the  Commissioner  of  Patents  & 
Trademarks,  Washington,  DC  20231,  for 
$.50  each.  Requests  for  copies  of  patents 
must  include  the  patent  number. 

Copies  of  patent  applications  cited  are 
available  from  the  National  Technical 
Information  Service  (NTIS),  Springfield. 
Virginia  22161  for  $5.00  each  ($10.00 
outside  North  American  Continent). 
Requests  for  copies  of  patent 
applications  must  include  the  PAT- 
APPL  number.  Claims  are  deleted  from 
patent  application  copies  sold  to  avoid 
premature  disclosure.  Claims  and  other 
technical  data  will  usually  be  made 
available  to  serious  prospective 
licensees  upon  execution  of  a  non¬ 
disclosure  agreement. 

Requests  for  information  on  the 
licensing  of  particular  inventions  should 
be  directed  to  the  addresses  cited  for  the 
agency-sponsors. 

Douglas ).  Campion, 

Program  Coordinator,  Office  of  Government 
Inventions  and  Patents,  National  Technical 
Information  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce. 

Chief,  Intellectual  Prop.  Division,  OTJAG, 
Department  of  the  Army,  Room  2D  444, 
Pentagon,  Washington,  DC  20310 

Patent  Application  6,158,009:  Electroexplosive 
and  Percussion  Safe  and  Arm  Device.  Filed 
June  9, 1980. 

Patent  Application  6,158.042:  Gun  Breech 
Mechanism.  Filed  June  9, 1980. 

Patent  Application  6,161.548:  Vehicle  Cargo 
Box  Cover.  Filed  June  20, 1980. 

Patent  Application  6,163,372:  Dual  Rate  Firing 
Mechanism.  Filed  June  26, 1980. 

Patent  Application  6,164,213:  Laser  Scanner 
Detector  of  Incoming  Projectiles.  Filed  June 
3a  1980. 


Patent  Applies ‘ion  6,165,429:  HNS  from  2,4,6- 
Trinitrobenzyl  Chloride  and  Nitrogenous 
Bases.  Filed  July  2. 1980. 

Patent  Application  6.166.652:  Position 
Transducer.  Filed  July  7, 1980. 

Patent  Application  6,166,722:  Remote  Control 
of  Industrial  Fluoroscopes.  Filed  July  7, 
1980. 

Patent  Application  6,166,733:  Fine  Tuning 
Mechanism  for  Laser  Induced  Chemical 
Reactions.  Filed  July  7, 1980. 

Patent  Application  6.167,572:  Preparation  of 
1,3,5, 7  Tetracetamido — and  1,3,5, 7 — 
Tetraaminodamantanes.  Filed  July  10, 1980. 

Patent  Application  6,171.515:  Improved  High 
Energy.  Electrochemical  Power  Cell.  Filed 
July  23, 1980. 

Patent  Application  6,180.554:  Switched  Delay 
Line  for  Steerable  Null  Antenna  System. 
Filed  Aug.  25, 1980. 

Patent  Application  6,180,757:  Novel  Barrel 
Devices  for  Aircraft  Armament.  Filed  Aug. 
25. 1980. 

Patent  Application .6,182,540:  Hermetically 
Sealed  Container  and  Method  for  Forming 
Such  a  Container.  Filed  Aug.  29. 1980. 

U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Program 

Agreements  and  Pat.  Branch,  Admin.  Ser. 

Div.  Federal  Building,  Science  and  Education 

Admin.,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782 

Patent  Application  6.100,081:  Pesticide  Spray 
Monitoring  System  for  Spray  Vehicles. 
Filed  December  4, 1980. 

Patent  Application  6,180,544: 


U.S.  Department  of  Health  and  Human 

Services,  National  Institutes  of  Health,  Chief, 

Patent  Branch,  Westwood  Building.  Bethesda. 

MD  20205 

Patent  Application  6.058.286:  Separation  of 
Active  Alpha  (l)-Acid  Glycoprotein  and 
Utilization  in  the  Lipoprotein  Lipase 
Enzyme  System.  Filed  July  17. 1979. 

Patent  Application  6,105.079:  Toluidine  Blue 
Rinse  for  the  Detection  of  Squamous 
Carcinoma  of  the  Oral  Cavity  and  Other 
Structures  Composition  and  Method.  Filed 
Dec.  19, 1979. 

Patent  Application  6,174,238:  Washer  for 
Resin-Coated  Photographic  Prints.  Filed 
July  13, 1980. 

Patent  Application  4,233,215:  Aziridinyl 
Quinone  Antitumor  Agents.  Filed  Oct.  24, 
1978,  patented  Nov.  11, 1980:  not  available 
NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Navy,  Director.  Navy 

Patent  Program/Patent  Counsel  for  the  Navy', 

Office  of  Naval  Research,  Code  302, 

Arlington,  VA  22217 

Patent  Application  6,139,072:  Antenna 
Coupling  Assembly.  Filed  Apr.  10, 1980. 

Patent  Application  6.181.526:  Compositions 
and  Methods  for  Generation  of  Gases 
Containing  Hydrogen  or  Hydrogen 
Isotopes.  Filed  Aug.  26, 1980. 

Patent  Application  6,183,913:  Spherical 
Segment  Inner  Surface  Force  Applicator. 
Filed  Sept.  4. 1980. 


BisfDihydroxymethyloxoimidazolidinyOAlkenepatent  Application  6,185,076:  Explosive  Auto 


Filed  Aug.  25. 1980. 

Patent  Application  6.182,209:  Method  for 
Promoting  Plant  Growth.  Filed  Aug.  28. 

1980. 

Patent  Application  6,182, 21ft  :  Plant  Growth 
Promoting  Brassinosteroids.  Filed  Aug.  28. 
1980. 

Patent  Application  6,193,877:  Field  Control  for 
Wind-Driven  Generators.  Filed  Oct.  3, 1980. 

Patent  Application  4,228,100:  Quaternary 
Ureidomethyl  Phosphonium  Salts.  Filed 
April  6, 1979,  patented  Oct.  14, 1980:  not 
available  NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  Assist.  Gen. 

Couns.  for  Patents,  Washington,  DC  20545 

Patent  Application  6,081.988:  Neutron  Source. 
Linear-Accelerator  Fuel  Enricher  and 
Regenerator  and  Associated  Methods. 

Filed  Oct.  4, 1979. 

Patent  Application  6.085,37a  Detection  of 
Free  Liquid  in  Drums  of  Radioactive 
Waste.  Filed  Oct.  16, 1979. 

Patent  Application  4,201,912:  Subthreshold 
Neutron  Interrogator  for  Detection  of 
Radioactive  Materials.  Filed  Oct.  3. 197a 
patented  May  6. 1980;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  Application  4,202,730:  Radionuclide 
Deposition  Control.  Filed  Jan.  18, 1977, 
patented  May  13, 1980:  not  available  NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  of  Transportation,  Patent 

Counsel,  400  7th  Street,  S.W.,  Washington. 

DC  20590 

Patent  4,235,112:  Rail  Flaw  Detector  Position 
Control.  Filed  Aug.  6, 1979.  patented  Nov. 
198a  not  available  NTIS. 


Enhancement  Device.  Filed  Sep.  a  1980. 

Patent  Application  6,189,410:  Metal-Cutting 
Pyrotechnic  Composition.  Filed  Sept.  22. 
1980. 

Patent  Application  6,193,868:  Evaporator  Tool 
With  Remote  Substrate  Reorientation 
Mechanism.  Filed  Oct.  3. 1980. 

Patent  Application  4,217,826:  Time  Delay 
Firing  Device.  Filed  Aug.  la  1978,  patented 
Aug.  19, 198a  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  Application  4.218,975:  Underwater 
Electric  Current  and  Alternating  Magnetic 
Field  Detector.  Filed  June  23, 1952,  patented 
Aug.  2a  198a  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  Application  4.2ia987:  Torpedo 
Detection  Streamer.  Filed  Sept.  30, 1954, 
patented  Aug.  26, 1980;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  Application  4,219,374:  Monopropellant 
Composition.  Filed  Oct.  23, 1967,  patented 
Aug.  25, 198a  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  Application  4,219,490:  Ferrocenyl 
Thioesters.  Filed  May  14, 1979,  patented 
Aug.  26. 1980;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  Application  4,228.186:  Sealed-Volume 
Cartridge.  Filed  Oct.13, 197a  patented  Oct. 
7, 198a  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  Application  4,227,476:  Detection 
Streamer.  Filed  Oct.  14. 1954.  patented  Oct. 
14. 1980:  not  available  NTIS. 

|FR  Doc  81-9085  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-04-M 


18756  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  58  /  Thursday,  March  26,  1981  /  Notices 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the 
Army 

Intent  To  Prepare  a  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS)  for  the  Proposed  Atchafalaya 
Basin  Floodway,  Louisiana,  Project 
(including  Atchafalaya  Basin  Water 
and  Land  Resources  Study) 

agency:  US  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
DOD,  New  Orleans  District. 
action:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  a 
DEIS. _ 

SUMMARY:  1.  Proposed  Action.  The 
proposed  action  to  be  analyzed  in  this 
DEIS  is  a  multipurpose  plan  for 
completion  of  the  Atchafalaya  Basin 
Floodway  in  Louisiana.  This  plan  would 
consist  of  features  to  enable  the 
Floodway  to  pass  the  project  flood,  to 
preserve  enviommental  values,  and  to 
alleviate  backwater  problems  northeast 
of  Morgan  City,  Louisiana.  The  action  is 
being  taken  in  response  to  resolutions  of 
the  Committees  on  Public  Works  of  US 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
dated  23  March  1972  and  14  June  1972, 
respectively. 

2.  Reasonable  Alternatives.  The 
following  actions  are  being  considered 
in  an  attempt  to  meet  the  above  needs: 
varying  distributions  of  flow  between 
the  Mississippi  and  Atchafalaya  Rivers 
below  Old  River;  levee  raising,  channel 
dredging,  and  channel  training  in  order 
to  bring  the  Floodway  to  capacity  to 
pass  the  project  flood:  realinement  of 
major  distributaries  in  the  Lower 
Atchafalaya  Basin  Floodway  to  reduce 
the  amount  of  sediment  that  is  being 
carried  into  the  backswamps;  water 
level  management  in  order  to  preserve 
aquatic  environmental  values;  purchase 
of  easements  that  prevent  clearing  for 
agriculture  or  other  development  and/or 
allow  public  access  and/or  allow 
flooding  of  lands  and  developments; 
altering  the  percentage  of  flows  between 
the  two  outlets  of  the  basin;  enlargement 
of  the  Wax  Lake  Outlet  overbank  area; 
extension  of  the  Avoca  Island  Levee  or 
construction  of  ring  levees  to  enclose 
developed  areas  to  alleviate  backwater; 
flooding  bank  stabilization  in  the 
Atchafalaya  River,  and  means 
justifiability  for  mitigation  of  any 
adverse  impacts. 

3.  Scoping  Process. 

a.  This  project  has  a  long  history  of 
public  involvement.  In  early  1974  an 
Agency  Management  Group  (AMG) 
chaired  by  the  Corps  and  consisting  of 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
the  US  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  and 
the  State  of  Louisiana  was  formed  in 
response  to  the  1972  Congressional 
Resolutions.  A  preliminary  draft  FJS 


prepared  by  the  Corps  was  made  public 
in  November  1974  and  a  public  meeting 
was  held  in  January  1975.  Two  major 
concerns  surfaced  over  the  plan 
presented  at  the  meeting.  Fear  was 
expressed  that  the  plan  was  inadequate 
to  protect  Morgan  City  and  other 
communities  at  the  lower  end  of  the 
floodway  system  from  flooding,  and 
many  people  felt  that  the  plan  was 
lacking  in  methods  to  preserve 
environmental  values  in  the  floodway. 

In  1976,  at  the  direction  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  studies  on  the  authorized 
plan  were  combined  with  pre- 
authorization  studies  to  develop  a 
comprehensive  plan  for  the  Atchafalaya 
Basin.  The  AMG  has  had  numerous 
meetings  since  its  formation,  and  it 
developed  a  group  of  10  multipurpose 
alternatives  that  were  presented  at  a 
series  of  five  public  meetings  in  January- 
1979.  These  meetings  were  attended  by 
over  5,000  people  and  approximately 
25,000  people  commented  on  the  primary 
focus  of  the  meetings  which  was  a 
discussion  of  a  plan  developed  by  the 
US  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  to 
purchase  the  Atchafalaya  Basin.  In  1980, 
representatives  of  environmental 
organizations,  hunting  clubs,  the  oil  and 
gas  industry,  civic  groups,  landowner 
organizations,  sport  fishing  clubs, 
commercial  fishing  groups,  agricultural 
interests,  timber  interests,  and  minority 
groups  were  appraised  of  the  study 
status.  These  interests  are  expected  to 
continue  an  active  role  in  this  study. 

b.  Significant  issues  to  be  analyzed  in 
the  EIS  include:  passage  of  floodwaters 
through  the  floodway  and  into  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico,  flood  protection  in  the 
backwater  area  northeast  of  Morgan 
City,  public  access,  preservation  of 
natural  resources  in  the  study  area, 
easements  versus  fee  purchase  to 
achieve  project  purposes,  impacts  of  the 
proposed  plan  on  biological,  cultural, 
historical,  social,  economic,  and  water 
quality  resouces,  and  project  costs. 

c.  The  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  will  provide  water  quality  input 
for  the  EIS.  The  US  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  will  provide  Planning  Aid  data 
for  the  DEIS  and  a  Coordination  Act 
Report  for  the  FEIS.  The  agencies 
comprising  the  AMG  will  review  the 
DEIS  prior  to  public  release,  and 
coordination  with  this  group  will  be 
maintained  during  the  remainder  of  the 
study. 

d.  The  DEIS  will  be  coordinated  with 
all  required  Federal,  state,  and  local 
agencies,  environmental  groups, 
landowner  groups,  and  interested 
individuals. 

4.  No  further  scoping  meetings  will  be 
held. 


5.  The  DEIS  is  scheduled  to  be  made 
available  to  the  public  in  June  1981.  1 

ADDRESS:  Questions  concerning  the 
proposed  action  and  DEIS  can  be 
answered  by  Dr.  Tom  M.  Pullen,  Jr.,  US 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
Environmental  Quality  Section 
(LMNPD-RE),  P.O.  Box  60267,  New 
Orleans,  LA  70160,  telephone  (504)  838- 
2525. 

Dated:  March  18, 1981. 

Thomas  A.  Sands, 

Colonel,  CE,  District  Engineer. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9102  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3710-84-M 


Intent  To  Prepare  a  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS)  for  Potential  Alternatives 
Formulated  to  Mitigate  the  Wildlife 
Habitat  Losses  Resulting  From 
Construction  of  the  Tennessee- 
Tombigbee  Waterway,  Alabama  and 
Mississippi 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers. 
DOD. 

action:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  a 
DEIS. 


SUMMARY: 

1.  Proposed  Action:  The  proposed 
action  is  to  provide  mitigation  for 
wildlife  habitat  losses  resulting  from 
construction  of  the  Tennessee- 
Tombigbee  Waterway,  Alabama  and 
Mississippi.  At  this  point  in  the 
mitigation  study  a  number  of 
independent  mitigation  alternatives 
have  been  identified;  however,  no  one 
plan  has  been  selected  for 
recommendation  to  higher  authority. 

The  DEIS  will  include  an  evaluation  of 
the  environmental,  social,  economic, 
and  engineering  impacts  associated  with 
the  potential  mitigation  measures. 

2.  Alternatives:  The  following  basic 
alternatives  will  be  evaluated: 

a.  No  Action — This  alternative  will  be 
the  “without"  mitigation  conditions 
against  which  mitigation  impacts  will  be 
measured. 

b.  The  results  of  the  Habitat 
Evaluation  Procedures  (HEP)  analysis 
prepared  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service.  The  HEP  has  four  mitigation 
alternatives  containing  a  total  of  16 
options. 

c.  The  results  of  the  Monetary 
Evaluation  Procedure  (MEP)  analysis 
prepared  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service.  The  MEP  evaluates  man-day 
and  monetary  losses  and  has  identified 
four  mitigation  alternatives  containing  a 
total  of  16  options. 
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d.  The  results  of  the  “traditional 
analysis”  prepared  by  the  corps  of 
Engineers. 

e.  Mitigation  measures  on  existing 
project  lands. 

3.  Scoping  Process: 

a.  The  scoping  process  as  outlined  by 
the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  in 
the  November  29, 1978  Federal  Register, 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act — 
Regulations,  will  be  utilized  to  involve 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies  and 
other  interested  persons  into  the 
preparation  of  the  DEIS.  Identification  of 
significant  issues  to  be  addressed  in  the 
DEIS  will  be  determined  through  the 
scoping  process.  The  agencies  and 
individual  views  and  concerns  will  be 
obtained  through  personal,  telephone, 
and  mail  contacts  in  lieu  of  a  formal 
scoping  meeting. 

b.  Coordination  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  as  required  by  the  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Coordination  Act  and  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  is  being 
undertaken.  Coordination  required  by 
other  laws  will  also  be  conducted. 

c.  Three  workshops  will  be  held  in  the 
upper  Tombigbee  River  basin  to  obtain 
the  views  of  the  concerned  public  over 
which  alternatives  should  be  considered 
and  identify  potentially  significant 
impacts  for  further  analysis.  The 
workshops  have  been  scheduled  for  6,  7, 
and  9  April  1981  at  Fulton,  Mississippi, 
Livingston,  Alabama,  and  Columbus, 
Mississippi,  respectively.  All  workshops 
will  begin  at  7:00  p.m.  All  public 
information  fact  sheet  has  been  mailed 
announcing  the  workshops  and 
summarizing  the  status  of  the  study  to 
date. 

4.  DEIS  Preparation:  It  is  estimated 
that  the  DEIS  will  be  available  to  the 
public  in  August  1981. 

address:  Questions  about  the  proposed 
action  and  DEIS  can  be  answered  by: 
Mr.  Ken  Sims,  PD-ES,  U.S.  Army 
Engineer  District,  Mobile,  P.O.  Box  2288, 
Mobile,  Alabama  36628. 

Dated:  March  19, 1981. 

Lt.  Col.  Ronald  A.  Krizman,  EN, 

Deputy  District  Engineer. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9185  Filed  3-25-81;  6:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  3710-01-M 


Intent  To  Prepare  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  for  Proposed 
Flood  Control  Project  on  Main  Branch, 
Chisholm  Creek,  Park  City,  Sedgwick 
County,  Kans. 

AGENCY:  US  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
DOD,  Tulsa  District. 


ACTION:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  a 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS). _ 

SUMMARY:  1.  The  primary  purpose  of  this 
project  is  to  provide  local  flood 
protection  in  Main  Branch,  Chisholm 
Creek,  Park  City,  Sedgwick  County, 
Kansas. 

2.  Reasonable  Alternative:  The 
alternatives  evaluated  included  no 
action  and  two  levee  alignments. 

3.  Scoping  Process:  Public 
Involvement.  A  comprehensive  public 
involvement  program  was  developed  as 
a  means  of  disseminating  information 
and  soliciting  public  views.  A  variety  of 
techniques  including  formal  public 
meetings,  meetings  with  local  interest, 
and  local  news  media  were  employed  to 
involve  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agencies,  citizen  committees, 
organizations,  and  the  interested  public 
in  the  planning  studies. 

a.  Significant  Issue  Requiring  In-Depth 
Analysis:  None. 

b.  Assignments:  US  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  is  preparing  a  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Coordination  Act  Report. 

c.  Environmental  Review  and 
Consultation  Requirements:  The  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
circulated  for  review  and  all  comments 
will  be  incorporated  into  the  final 
environmental  impact  statement. 

4.  A  separate  scoping  meeting  will  not 
be  held. 

5.  Estimated  date  when  the  DEIS  will 
be  available:  june  1981. 

ADDRESS:  Mr.  Buell  O.  Atkins,  Chief, 
Environmental  Resources  Branch,  US 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Tulsa  District, 
P.O.  Box  61,  Tulsa,  OK  74121  (918)  581- 
7857,  FTS  736-7857. 

Dated:  March  16, 1981. 

James  J.  Harmon, 

Colonel,  CE  District  Engineer. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9164  Filed  3-24-81:  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  3710-79-M 

Department  of  the  Navy 

Disposal  of  Ordnance  Aboard  the 
Sunken  German  Submarine,  U-352; 
Finding  of  No  Significant 
Environmental  Impact 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
regulations  implementing  the  procedural 
provisions  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (Part  1508.13 
of  Title  40  CFR),  the  Department  of  the 
Navy  gives  notice  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  being  prepared 
for  disposal  of  ordnance  aboard  the 
sunken  German  submarine,  U-352. 

Responding  to  a  congressional 
request,  the  Navy  in  early  1980 
investigated  the  sunken  German 


submarine.  U-352,  located  some  20  miles 
off  the  North  Carolina  coast,  to 
ascertain  the  danger  presented  by 
unexploded  ordnance  to  fishermen  and 
sportdivers.  The  Navy  completed  the 
requested  survey  which  identified 
numerous  rounds  from  the  ship's  gun 
and  an  unexploded  torpedo  outside  the 
submarine  as  well  as  eight  torpedoes 
inside  the  hull  (seven  in  the  forward 
room  and  one  in  a  stem  torpedo  tube). 
The  ordnance  outside  the  vessel  was 
removed  and  disposed  of  in  a  safe 
manner.  The  torpedoes  in  the  forward 
room  do  not  pose  a  hazard  so  long  as 
they  are  left  undisturbed,  i.e.,  they  will 
not  explode  spontaneously,  but  the 
torpedo  in  the  aft  tube  does  constitute  a 
hazard  as  is  can  be  approached  from 
outside  the  hull.  Accordingly,  the 
preferred  alternative  is  to  perform  an 
underwater  bum  to  render  the  ordnance 
safe.  A  similar  bum  was  accomplished 
on  the  torpedo  located  outside  the  hull, 
although  in  slightly  shallower  water 
and,  therefore,  the  technique  could 
detonate  rather  than  bum  and  render 
safe  the  explosives.  In  addition,  gratings 
would  be  welded  on  the  entrances  to  the 
submarine  to  prevent  access  and 
accidental  detonation  of  any  of  the 
torpodoes  inside  the  hull  or  their 
associated  exploders,  six  of  which  could 
not  be  located  and  could  be  anywhere  in 
the  vessel. 

Alternatives  considered  included  no 
action,  which  would  be  irresponsible  in 
light  of  the  obvious  safety  hazards 
associated  with  the  entrapped  ordnance. 
Also  considered  were  removal  of  all 
interior  ordnance,  which  could  be  costly 
and  would  require  partial  dismantling  of 
the  vessel;  and  the  blowing-in-place  of 
all  ordnance  and  relocation  of  the  wreck 
in  deeper  water.  Both  of  these  latter 
alternatives  would,  in  effect,  eliminate 
the  vessel's  aesthetic  and  commercial 
value.  This  result  appears  unwarranted 
as  the  associated  hazards  should  be 
eliminated  by  implementation  of  the 
preferred  alternative. 

One  risk  associated  with  the  preferred 
alternative  concerns  the  effectiveness 
and  success  of  the  underwater  bum 
which  could,  but  is  not  expected  to, 
cause  severe  damage  to  the  aft  section 
of  the  submarine  were  the  explosives  to 
detonate. 

As  a  result  of  the  assessment,  it  has 
been  determined  that  preparation  and 
review  of  an  environmental  statement  is 
not  required. 

The  environmental  assessment 
prepared  by  the  Navy  addressing  this 
action  is  on  file  and  may  be  reviewed  by 
interested  parties  at  Atlantic  Division. 
Naval  Facilities  Engineering  Command. 
Norfolk.  Virginia  23511  (804/444-7611, 
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Attn:  CDR  Eugene  P.  Fucile,  CEC,  USN) 
or  at  the  Environmental  Protection  and 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Division,  Office  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations  (Logistics),  Room  BD 
766,  Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C.  20350 
(202/697-3689).  Additionally,  a  limited 
number  of  copies  of  the  environmental 
assessment  are  available  to  fill  single 
copy  requests.  For  further  information, 
contact  either  of  the  aforementioned 
Navy  activities. 

Dated:  March  17, 1981. 

P.  B.  Walker, 

Captain,  JAGC,  U.S.  Navy,  Alternate  Federal 
Register  Liaison  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9179  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3810-71-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Defense  Investigative  Service 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

[Notice  No.  367] 

Memorandum  of  Understanding 

Following  is  the  text  of  the 
Memorandum  of  Understanding 
between  the  Defense  Investigative 
Service  (DIS)  and  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol, 
Tobacco  and  Firearms  (ATF)  in  which 
both  agencies  agree  to  establish  a 
uniform  standard  for  contractors  for  the 
protection  of  explosive  materials  and 
certain  ammunition.  This  Memorandum 
of  Understanding  is  needed  to  avoid 
unnecessary  duplication  of  inspections 
of  contractor  facilities  by  the 
Department  of  Defense  (DoD)  and  ATF. 

For  further  information  contact  the 
following  offices: 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms, 
Special  Operations  Branch,  Dan  Crowley, 
202-566-7591 

Department  of  Defense.  Office  of  the  Deputy 
Under  Secretary  of  Defense/Policy, 
Directorate  of  Security  Plans  and  Programs. 
Lt.  Col.  A1  Mason,  703-697-7641. 

Memorandum  of  Understanding 
between  the  Department  of  Defense  and 
the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms,  Department  of  Treasury. 

1.  Purpose.  A.  The  purpose  of  this 
memorandum  is  to  establish  a  uniform 
standard  for  contractors  for  the 
protection  of  explosive  materials  and 
certain  ammunition  (hereafter  referred 
to  as  “specified  materials”)  and  to  avoid 
unnecessary  duplication  of  inspections 


of  contractors  facilities  by  the 
Department  of  Defense  (DoD)  and  the 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms  (ATF). 

B.  DoD  activities  will  include  in 
contracts  for  the  manufacture  of  storage 
of  the  specified  materials  by  contractor- 
owned  contractor-operated  facilities  a 
requirement  that  the  specified  materials 
be  protected  in  accordance  with  the 
criteria  established  by  the  ATF  in  27 
CFR  Part  181,  Subpart  J  and  that 
contractors  accept  ATF  security  surveys 
as  appropriate. 

C.  Defense  Investigative  Service  (DIS) 
will  notify  the  appropriate  ATF  Regional 
Office  of  the  intent  to  award  such  a 
contract.  In  turn,  ATF  will  advise  DIS 
whether  the  facility  has  a  license  or 
permit  issued  by  ATF  and  whether  the 
storage  facilities  meet  the  requirements 
of  27  CFR  Part  181,  Subpart  J.  When 
contracts  involving  the  specified 
materials  are  awarded,  DIS  will  notify 
ATF.  Thereafter,  ATF  will  inspect  the 
storage  facilities  in  accordance  with  its 
normal  schedule  and  will  advise  DIS  of 
the  results  of  each  inspection.  In  the 
event  the  contractor  facility  is  not  one 
normally  inspected  by  ATF,  the 
appropriate  DIS  activity  will  be  so 
notified.  In  such  cases,  DIS  will  perform 
necessary  inspections  and  surveys  of 
the  contractor  facility. 

2.  Cooperation.  DoD  and  ATF  will 
cooperate  to  the  greatest  extent  possible 
in  the  development  of  uniform  standards 
for  the  safe  and  secure  storage  of 
explosive  materials  and  procedures 
relating  to  inspections  or  surveys  of 
contractor  facilities. 

3.  Training.  ATF  will  provide,  at  DIS’s 
request,  orientation  on  ATF  storage 
requirements.  DIS  will  provide,  at  ATF’s 
request,  orientation  on  DoD  inspection 
and  survey  procedures  for  storage 
facilities. 

4.  Interagency  Coordination.  A.  The 
Special  Operations  Branch  of  Regulatory 
Enforcement  (ATF)  and  the  Industrial 
Security  Facilities  Protection  Program 
Division  (DIS)  shall  serve  as  liaison 
points  to  facilitate  communication  and 
cooperation  between  the  two  agencies. 

B.  Within  120  days  of  the  date  of  this 
Memorandum  of  Understanding,  DIS 
will  make  appropriate  notification  to 
those  contractor  facilities  currently 
involved  in  the  manufacture  or  storage 
of  the  specified  material  for  the  DoD  and 
will  provide  ATF  with  a  listing  of  those 
facilities. 

Dated:  December  31, 1980. 

Thomas ).  O'Brien, 


Director,  Security  Plans  and  Programs, 
ODUSD /Policy  Review,  Department  of 
Defense. 

Dated:  December  31, 1980. 

G.  R.  Dickerson, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms,  Department  of  Treasury. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9111  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3610-70-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 


Discretionary  Grant  Programs  Under 
the  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Act  of 
1973,  as  Amended;  Closing  Dates  for 
Transmittal  of  Fiscal  Year  1981 
Applications 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Education. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  closing  dates  for 
transmittal  of  fiscal  year  1981 
applications. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  these 
application  notices  is  to  inform  potential 
applicants  of  closing  dates  for 
transmittal  of  applications  for  grants 
awarded  by  the  Department  of 
Education  under  Title  I,  III,  VI,  and  VII 
of  the  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended.  New  Catalog  of  Federal 
Domestic  Assistance  (CFDA)  numbers 
have  been  assigned  for  these  programs 
and  the  new  numbers  are  used  in  these 
notices.  Other  information  concerning 
applications  and  grants  is  also  provided 
to  assist  applicants.  These  notices  cover 
all  grant  programs  administered  by  the 
Rehabilitation  Services  Administration 
within  the  Department  of  Education. 

PART  I— PROGRAMS  LISTED  IN 
CHRONOLOGICAL  ORDER 


CFDA  No.  and  program  Closing  dale 

84. 128A— Special  Projects  and  Demon-  May  1,  1981. 
slrations  for  Providing  Vocational  Reha¬ 
bilitation  Services  to  Severely  Handi¬ 
capped  Individuals— Noncompeting 

Continuation  Awards. 

84. 128B— Projects  with  Industry— Non-  May  1,  1981 
competing  Continuation  Awards. 

84. 128C— Comprehensive  Rehabilitation  May  1,  1981 
Continuation  Awards. 

84. 128E— Special  Projects  and  Demon-  May  1, 1981 
Strattons  for  Providing  Vocational  Reha¬ 
bilitation  Services  to  Severely  Disabled 
Individuals  (Spinal  Cord  Injury  System 
Projects)— Noncompeting  Continuation 
Awards. 

84.128F— Client  Assistance  Projects—  May  1,  1981 
Noncompeting  Continuation  Awards. 

84. 128G— Handicapped  Migratory  Agricui-  May  1.  1981 
tural  and  Seasonal  Farmworker  Voca¬ 
tional  Rehabilitation  Service  Projects— 

Noncompeting  Continuation  Awards. 

84.132— Centers  for  Independent  Living—  May  8,  198t 
Noncompeting  Continuation  Awards. 

84  199 — Rehabilitation  Long-Term  Train-  May  t8.  1981 
ing— Noncompeting  Continuation 

Awards. 

84.129D— Rehabilitation  Continuing  Edu-  May  18,  4981. 
cation  Programs— New  and  Noneom- 
peting  Continuation  Awards. 
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CFDA  No.  and  program  Closing  date 

84. 129Y— Experimental  and  Innovative  May  18.  1981. 
Training  Noncompeting  Continuation 
Awards. 

84.129 — Rehabilitation  Long-Term  Train-  May  18.  1981 
ing— New  Awards. 

84.129Z— State  Vocational  Rehabilitation  May  18.  1981. 
Unit  In-Service  Training  Program — New 
Awards. 

84.128F— Client  Assistance  Projects —  June  10.  1981. 
New  Awards. 

B4.128G — Handicapped  Migratory  Agricul-  June  10,  1981 
tural  and  Seasonal  Farmworker  Voca¬ 
tional  Rehabilitation  Service  Projects 
New  Awards. 

84. 128H— Handicapped  American  Indian  June  10,  1981. 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Service  Pro¬ 
jects — New  Awards. 

84. 128J— Projects  lor  Initiating  Special  June  10.  1981. 
Recreation  Programs  lor  Handicapped 
Individuals— New  Awards. 

84. 128K— Special  Projects  and  Demon-  June  10.  1981. 
strations  for  Making  Recreational  Activi¬ 
ties  Accessible  to  Handicapped  Individ-  , 
uals— New  Awards. 

84. 128A— Special  Projects  and  Demon-  June  10.  1981 
Strattons  for  Providing  Vocational  Reha¬ 
bilitation  Services  to  Severely  Handi¬ 
capped  Individuals — New  Awards. 

84. 1 28E— Special  Projects  and  Demon-  June  10,  1981. 
Strattons  for  Providing  Vocational  Reha¬ 
bilitation  Services  to  Severely  Handi¬ 
capped  Individuals  (Spinal  Cord  Injury 
System  Projects)— New  Awards. 

84  132— Centers  for  Independent  Living—  July  31.  1981. 
New  Awards. 


PART  II— APPLICATION  NOTICES  FOR 
EACH  PROGRAM 

84.128A — Special  Projects  and 
Demonstrations  for  Providing  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Services  to  Severely 
Handicapped  Individuals 

CLOSING  DATE:  May  1, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for 
noncompeting  continuation  projects 
under  the  Program  of  Special  Projects 
and  Demonstrations  for  Providing 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Services  to 
Severely  Handicapped  Individuals. 

(This  announcement  does  not  cover 
Spinal  Cord  Injury  System  projects 
supported  under  this  program.) 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  311(a)(1)  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973.  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  777(a)(1)) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  States  and  public  and  other  nonprofit 
agencies  and  organizations. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
support  projects  designed  to  expand  or 
otherwise  improve  vocational 
rehabilitation  services  and  other 
services  for  severely  handicapped 
individuals. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATIONS:  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  funding,  an  application 
for  a  noncompeting  continuation  award 
should  be  mailed  or  hand-delivered  by 
May  1, 1981. 

If  the  application  is  late,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  may  lack 
sufficient  time  to  review  it  with  other 


noncompeting  continuation  applications 
and  may  decline  to  accept  iL 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention  84.128A,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  application  should  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education — 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
APPLICATIONS  DEUVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 
7th  and  D  Streets  SW.,  Washington,  D.C 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  hand  delivered  applications 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  Federal 
holidays. 

AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  Approximately  $3.9 
million  is  available  for  the  support  of 
noncompeting  continuation  projects  in 
Fiscal  Year  1981.  This  amount  is 
sufficient  to  fund  all  eligible  projects  at 
the  level  of  support  projected  for  this 
fiscal  year  in  the  approved  application. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  Department  of  Education  except  as 
may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

APPLICATION  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  will 
be  mailed  to  all  eligible  applicants. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  strongly  urges 
that  the  narrative  portion  of  the 
application  not  exceed  15  pages  in 
length.  The  Secretary  further  urges  that 


applicants  not  submit  information  that  is 
not  requested. 

APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  The  following 
regulations  are  applicable  to  this 
program: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  Special 
Projects  and  Demonstrations  for 
Providing  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
Services  to  Severely  Handicapped 
Individuals  (34  CFR  Parts  369  and  373, 

46  FR  5416,  January  19, 1981);  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

further  INFORMATION:  Wesley  Geigel, 
Acting  Director,  Division  of  Innovative 
Programs  and  Demonstrations, 
Rehabilitation  Services  Administration, 
Department  of  Education,  400  Maryland 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Room  3516,  Mary  E. 
Switzer  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

20202.  Telephone:  (202)  245-3186. 

(29  U.S.C.  711(a)(1)) 

84.128B — Projects  With  Industry 

CLOSING  DATE:  May  1, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for 
noncompeting  continuation  projects 
under  the  Projects  with  Industry 
Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  621  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  759g) 

Agreements  are  made  under  this 
program  to  employers  and  nonprofit 
organizations  including  any  industrial, 
business  or  commercial  enterprise;  labor 
organization:  employer,  industrial  or 
community  trade  organization; 
rehabilitation  facility;  or  any  other 
agency  or  organization  with  the  capacity 
to  arrange,  coordinate  or  conduct 
training  and  other  employment  programs 
and  provide  supportive  services  and 
assistance  for  handicapped  individuals 
in  a  realistic  work  setting. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
provide  handicapped  individuals  with 
training,  employment,  and  supportive 
services  and  assistance  within  business, 
industry,  or  other  realistic  work  settings 
in  order  to  prepare  them  for  competitive 
employment  and  permit  them  to 
maintain  their  employment. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
application:  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  funding,  an  application 
for  a  noncompeting  continuation  award, 
should  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  by 
May  1. 1981. 

If  the  application  is  late,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  may  lack 
sufficient  time  to  review  it  with  other 
noncompeting  continuation  applications 
and  may  decline  to  accept  it. 
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APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 

application  sent  by  mail  should  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention  84.128B,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  application  should  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stampted  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 
7th  and  D  Streets,  S.W.,  Washington, 

D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  a  hand  delivered  application 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  Approximately 
$5,500,000  is  available  for  support  of 
noncompeting  cotinuation  projects  in 
Fiscal  Year  1981.  This  is  the  same 
amount  as  was  available  in  Fiscal  Year 
1980.  The  range  of  funded  projects  is 
expected  to  be  from  approximately 
$20,000  to  $300,000. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

application  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  will 
be  mailed  to  all  applicants  who  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  noncompeting 
continuation  support  under  this  Notice. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 


exceed  15  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
further  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 
APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the  Projects 
with  Industry  Program  (34  CFR  Parts  369 
and  379,  46  FR  5416,  January  19, 1981): 
and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FURTHER  information:  Thomas  J. 
Fleming,  Division  of  Innovative 
Programs  and  Demonstrations, 
Rehabilitation  Services  Administration, 
400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Room  3518, 
Mary  E.  Switzer  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202.  Telephone  (202)  245-3186. 

(29  U.S.C.  759g) 

84.128C — Comprehensive  Rehabilitation 
Centers 

CLOSING  DATE:  May  1, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for 
noncompeting  continuation  projects 
under  the  Comprehensive  Rehabilitation 
Centers  Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  305  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  775) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  State  vocational  rehabilitation  units. 

The  purpose  of  the  Comprehensive 
Rehabilitation  Centers  Program  is  to 
establish  or  operate  comprehensive 
rehabilitation  centers  which  serve 
primarily  as  centers  for  the 
development,  delivery,  and  coordination 
of  vocational  rehabilitation  services  and 
other  services  needed  by  handicapped 
persons  in  the  community. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATIONS:  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  funding,  an  application 
for  a  noncompeting  continuation  award, 
must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  by 
May  1, 1981. 

If  the  application  is  late,  the  U.  S. 
Department  of  Education  may  lack 
sufficient  time  to  review  it  with  other 
noncompeting  continuation  applications 
and  may  decline  to  accept  it. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  should  be 
addressed  to  the  U.  S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention  84.128C,  Washington,  D.  C. 
20202. 

An  application  should  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.  S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 


(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.  S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proff  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.  S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 

APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 

application  that  is  hand-delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.  S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 
7th  and  D  Streets,  S.  W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  hand-delivered  applications 
between  the  hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30 
p.m.  (Washington,  D.  C.  time)  daily, 
except  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  Federal 
holidays. 

AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  $2,000,000  is 
available  for  support  of  non-competing 
continuation  projects  in  fiscal  year  1981, 
the  same  amount  as  was  available  in 
fiscal  year  1980.  Funded  projects  are 
expected  to  be  about  $200,000  each. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

APPLICATION  forms:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  will 
be  mailed  to  grantees  who  were 
awarded  Comprehensive  Rehabilitation 
Center  projects  during  Fiscal  Year  1980. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  15  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
further  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 

APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the 
Comprehensive  Rehabilitation  Centers 
Program  (34  CFR  Parts  369  and  372,  46 
FR  5416,  January  19, 1981);  and 
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(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FURTHER  information:  Wesley  Geigel. 
Director,  Divisions  of  Rehabilitation 
Facilities,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  Department  of 
Education,  Room  3516.  Mary  E.  Switzer 
Building,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Telephone: 

(202)  245-0075. 

(29  U.S.C.  775) 

84.128E — Special  Projects  and 
Demonstrations  for  Providing  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Services  to  Severely 
Disabled  Individuals  (Spinal  Cord  Injury 
System  Projects) 

CLOSING  DATE:  May  1, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for 
noncompeting  continuation  projects 
under  the  Special  Projects  and 
Demonstrations  for  Providing 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Service 
Program  (Spinal  Cord  Injury  System 
Projects). 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  311(a)(1)  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  777(a)(1)) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  States  and  public  and  other  nonprofit 
agencies  and  organizations. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
support  projects  designed  to  expand  or 
otherwise  improve  vocational 
rehabilitation  services  and  other 
rehabilitation  services  for  individuals 
with  spinal  cord  injuries. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
applications:  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  funding,  an  application 
for  a  noncompeting  continuation  award 
should  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  by 
May  1, 1981. 

If  the  application  is  late,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  may  lack 
sufficient  time  to  review  it  with  other 
noncompeting  continuation  applications 
and  may  decline  to  accept  it. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention  84.128E,  400  Maryland 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

An  application  should  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 


(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3. 
7th  and  D  Streets,  SW.,  Washington, 

D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  hand  delivered  applications 
between  the  hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30 
p.m.  (Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily, 
except  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  Federal 
holidays. 

AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  Approximately  $4.75 
million  is  available  for  the  support  of 
noncompeting  continuation  projects  in 
fiscal  year  1981.  This  amount  is 
sufficient  to  fund  all  eligible  projects  at 
approximately  the  same  level  of  support 
as  was  provided  in  fiscal  year  1980. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

APPLICATION  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  will 
be  mailed  to  all  eligible  applicants. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  strongly  urges 
that  the  narrative  portion  of  the 
application  not  exceed  25  pages  in 
length.  The  Secretary  further  urges  that 
applicants  not  submit  information  that  is 
not  requested. 

APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  The  following 
regulations  are  applicable  to  this 
program. 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the  Program 
of  Special  Projects  and  Demonstrations 
for  Providing  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
Services  to  Severely  Handicapped 
Individuals  (34  CFR  Parts  369  and  373. 

46  FR  5416,  January  19, 1981);  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FURTHER  INFORMATION:  J.  Paul  Thomas. 
Project  Manager,  Model  Spinal  Cord 
Injury  Systems  Program.  Rehabilitation 


Services  Administration.  Department  of 
Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Room  3430,  Mary  E.  Switzer  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Telephone  (202) 
245-0515. 

(29  U.S.C.  777(a)(1)) 

84.128F — Client  Assistance  Projects 

CLOSING  DATE:  May  1, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for 
noncompeting  continuation  projects 
under  the  Client  Assistance  Projects 
Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  112  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1963,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  732) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  State  vocational  rehabilitation 
agencies. 

The  purpose  of  the  Client  Assistance 
Projects  Program  is  to  support  projects 
designed  to  inform  and  advise  all  clients 
and  client  applicants  in  the  project  area 
of  all  available  benefits  and  their  rights 
in  seeking  these  benefits  under  the 
Rehabilitation  Act. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
applications:  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  funding,  an  application 
for  a  noncompeting  continuation  award 
should  be  mailed  or  hand-delivered  by 
May  1, 1981. 

If  the  application  is  late,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  may  lack 
sufficient  time  to  review  it  with  other 
noncompeting  continuation  applications 
and  may  decline  to  accept  it. 
APPLICATION  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  for  a 
continuation  project  must  be  addressed 
to  the  appropriate  Regional  Office  of  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Education  as 
follows: 

Region  I 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner.  Department  of 
Education.  John  F.  Kennedy  Federal 
Building,  Room  E-400,  Government  Center. 
Boston.  Massachusetts  02203 

Region  II 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner.  Department  of 
Education.  26  Federal  Plaza,  Room  4106. 
New  York.  New  York  10007 

Region  III 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner.  Department  of 
Education,  3535  Market  Street,  P.O.  Box 
13716,  Philadelphia.  Pennsylvania  19101 

Region  IV 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner.  Department  of 
Education,  101  Marietta  Street,  N.W..  Suite 
903.  Atlanta.  Georgia  30323 

Region  V 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education.  300  South  Wacker  Drive.  15th 
Floor.  Chicago.  Illinois  60606 
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Region  VI 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  1200  Main  Tower  Building, 

Room  2040,  Dallas,  Texas  75202 

Region  VII 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  324  East  11th  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106 

Region  VIII 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  Federal  Office  Building,  Room 
978, 19th  and  Stout  Streets,  Denver, 

Colorado  80294 

Region  IX 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department^ 
Education,  Federal  Office  Building,  50 
United  Nations  Plaza,  San  Francisco, 
California  94102 

Region  X 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  Arcade  Building,  1321  Second 
Avenue  {MS  622),  Seattle,  Washington 
98101 

An  application  should  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier, 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  appropriate  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  Regional 
Office. 

The  Regional  Office  will  accept  a 
hand  delivered  application  between  8:30 
a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.  (local  time)  daily, 
except  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

available  FUNDS:  Approximately 
$2,940,000  is  available  for  support  of 
noncompeting  continuation  projects  in 
Fiscal  Year  1981.  This  amount  is 
sufficient  to  fund  all  eligible  projects  at 
the  level  of  support  projected  for  the 
appropriate  budget  period  in  the 
approved  application. 


However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

APPLICATION  forms:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  will 
be  mailed  to  grantees  who  are  eligible  to 
apply  for  noncompeting  continuation 
grant  support  under  this  Notice. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instruction,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  15  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
further  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 
applicable  regulations:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the  Client 
Assistance  Projects  Program  (34  CFR 
Parts  369  and  370,  46  FR  5416,  January 
19, 1981);  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Leslie  B.  Cole, 
Division  of  Innovative  Programs  and 
Demonstrations,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Room  3516,  Mary  E.  Switzer 
Building,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Telephone: 

(202)  245-3187. 

(29  U.S.C.  732) 

84.128G — Handicapped  Migratory 
Agricultural  and  Seasonal  Farmworker 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Service 
Projects 

closing  date:  May  1, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for 
noncompeting  continuation  projects 
under  the  Handicapped  Migratory 
Agricultural  and  Seasonal  Farmworkers 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Service 
Projects  Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  312  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  777(b)) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  State  vocational  rehabilitation 
agencies  or  local  agencies  administering 
a  vocational  rehabilitation  program 
under  written  agreements  with  State 
agencies. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
support  projects  for  providing  vocational 
services  to  handicapped  migratory 
agricultural  workers  or  handicapped 
seasonal  farmworkers. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 

applications:  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  funding,  an  application 


for  a  noncompeting  continuation  award, 
should  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  by 
May  1, 1981. 

If  the  application  is  late,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  may  lack 
sufficient  time  to  review  it  with  other 
noncompeting  continuation  applications 
and  may  decline  to  accept  it. 

APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 

application  sent  by  mail  for  a 
continuation  project  must  be  addressed 
to  the  appropriate  Regional  Office  of  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Education  as 
follows: 

Region  I 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner, 

Department  of  Education, 

John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building,  Room  E- 
400, 

Government  Center, 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02203 

Region  II 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  26  Federal  Plaza,  Room  4106, 
New  York,  New  York  10007 

Region  III 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  3535  Market  Street,  P.O.  Box 
13716,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19101 

Region  IV 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  101  Marietta  Street,  N.W.,  Suite 
903,  Atlanta.  Georgia  30323 

Region  V 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  300  South  Wacker  Drive,  15th 
Floor,  Chicago,  Illinois  60606 

Region  VI 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  1200  Main  Tower  Building, 
Room  2040,  Dallas,  Texas  75202 

Region  VII 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  324  East  11th  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106 

Region  VIII 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  Federal  Office  Building,  Room 
978, 19th  and  Stout  Streets,  Denver, 
Colorado  80294 

Region  IX 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  Federal  Office  Building,  50 
United  Nations  Plaza,  San  Francisco, 
California  94102 

Region  X 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  Arcade  Building,  1321  Second 
Avenue  (MS  622),  Seattle,  Washington 
98101 

An  application  should  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 
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(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier; 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof-of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail 
/APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  appropriate  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  Regional 
Office. 

The  Regional  Office  will  accept  a 
hand  delivered  application  between  8:30 
a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.  (local  time)  daily, 
except  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

available  FUNDS:  Approximately 
$1,200,000  is  available  for  support  of 
noncompeting  continuation  projects  in 
Fiscal  Year  1981.  This  amount  is 
sufficient  to  fund  all  eligible  projects  at 
the  level  of  support  projected  for  the 
appropriate  budget  period  in  the 
approved  application. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

application  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  will 
be  mailed  to  grantees  who  are  eligible  to 
apply  for  noncompeting  continuation 
grant  support  under  this  Notice. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  15  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
further  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 
APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the 
Handicapped  Migratory  Agricultural 
Farmworkers  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
Service  Projects  Program  (34  CFR  Parts 
369  and  375,  46  FR  5416,  January  19. 
1981):  and 


(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 
further  information:  Roberta  Church, 
Division  of  Innovative  Programs  and 
Demonstrations,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Room  3516,  Mary  E.  Switzer 
Building,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Telephone  (202) 
245-3187. 

(29  U.S.C.  777(b)) 

84.132— CENTERS  FOR  INDEPENDENT 
LIVING 

CLOSING  date:  MAY  8,  1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for 
noncompeting  continuation  projects 
under  the  Centers  for  Independent 
Living  Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  711  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  796e) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  State  vocational  rehabilitation  units 
and  nonprofit  organizations  which 
currently  have  approved  projects  under 
this  authority. 

The  purpose  of  the  Centers  for 
Independent  Living  Program  is  to  plan, 
establish,  and  operate  centers  for 
independent  living  which  offer  a 
combination  of  independent  living 
services  for  severely  handicapped 
individuals  or  groups  of  severely 
handicapped  individuals  so  that  they 
may  live  more  independently  in  family 
and  community,  or  secure  and  maintain 
employment,  with  the  maximum  degree 
of  self-direction. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
applications:  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  funding,  an  application 
for  a  noncompeting  continuation  award, 
must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  by 
May  8, 1981  for  projects  with  September 
start  date. 

If  the  application  is  late,  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  may  lack 
sufficient  time  to  review  it  with  other 
noncompeting  continuation  applications 
and  may  decline  to  accept  it. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  should  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center. 
Attention  84.132,  Washington,  D.C. 

20202. 

An  application  should  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 


(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

.  (4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center. 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3. 
7th  and  D  Streets,  S.W.,  Washington, 

D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  hand-delivered  applications 
between  the  hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30 
p.m.  (Washington.  D.C.  time)  daily, 
except  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  Federal 
holidays. 

available  FUNDS:  Approximately 
$15,000,000  is  available  for  support  of 
noncompeting  continuation  projects  in 
fiscal  year  1981.  This  amount  is 
sufficient  to  fund  all  eligible  projects  at 
approximately  the  same  level  as  was 
provided  in  fiscal  year  1980. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

application  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  will 
be  mailed  to  grantees  who  wrere 
awarded  Center  for  Independent  Living 
projects  during  Fiscal  Year  1980. 
Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  15  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
further  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 
applicable  regulations:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the  Centers 
for  Independent  Living  (34  CFR  Part  366. 
46  FR  5410,  January  19, 1981);  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FURTHER  information:  William  J.  Bean. 
Ph.D..  Special  Assistant  for  Independent 
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Living  Projects,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  Department  of 
Education,  Room  3216,  Mary  E.  Switzer 
Building,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Telephone: 

(202)  245-0755. 

(29  U.S.C.  796e) 

84.129 — Rehabilitation  Long-Term 
Training 

CLOSING  date:  May  18, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for 
noncompeting  continuation  projects 
under  the  Rehabilitation  Long-Term 
Training  Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  304  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973.  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  774) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  State  vocational  rehabilitation 
agencies  and  other  public  or  nonprofit 
agencies  or  organizations,  including 
institutions  of  higher  education. 

The  purpose  of  the  Rehabilitation 
Long-Term  Training  Program  is  to 
support  projects  designed  for  training 
personnel  available  for  employment  in 
public  and  private  agencies  involved  in 
the  rehabilitation  of  physically  and 
mentally  handioapped  individuals, 
especially  those  who  are  the  most 
severely  disabled. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATIONS:  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  funding,  an  application 
for  a  noncompeting  continuation  award, 
must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  by 
May  18, 1981. 

If  the  application  is  late,  the 
Department  of  Education  may  lack 
sufficient  time  to  review  it  with  other 
noncompeting  continuation  applications 
and  may  decline  to  accept  it. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL*  An 
application  sent  by  mail  for  a 
continuation  project  (except  for 
continuation  applications  in  the  field  of 
Prosthetics-Orthotics  and  continuation 
applications  for  projects  of  national 
scope)  must  be  addressed  to  the 
appropriate  Regional  Office  of  the 
Department  of  Education  as  follows: 

Region  / 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  John  F.  Kennedy  Federal 
Building,  Room  E-400,  Government  Center, 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02203 

Region  II 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  26  Federal  Plaza,  Room  4106, 
New  York  10007 

Region  III 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  3535  Market  Street,  P.O.  Box 
13716,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19101 


Region  IV 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  101  Marietta  Street,  N.W.,  Suite 
903,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30323 

Region  V 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  300  South  Wacker  Drive,  15th 
Floor,  Chicago.  Illinois  60606 

Region  VI 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  1200  Main  Tower  Building, 

Room  2040,  Dallas,  Texas  75202 

Region  VII 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  324  East  11th  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106 

Region  VIII 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  Federal  Office  Building,  Room 
978, 19th  and  Stout  Streets,  Denver. 

Colorado  80294 

Region  IX 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  Federal  Office  Building,  50 
United  Nations  Plaza,  San  Francisco. 
California  94102 

Region  X 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  Arcade  Building,  1321  Second 
Avenue  (MS  622),  Seattle,  Washington 
98101 

A  noncompeting  application  sent  by 
mail  for  a  project  in  the  field  of 
Prosthetics-Orthotics  or  for  a  project  of 
national  scope  must  be  addressed  to  the 
U.  S.  Department  of  Education, 
Application  Control  Center,  Attention 
84.129,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

An  application  should  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 


be  taken  to  the  appropriate  Department 
of  Education  Regional  Office  or,  for 
projects  in  the  field  of  Prosthetics- 
Orthotics  or  projects  of  national  scope, 
to  the  U.S.  Department  of  Education, 
Application  Control  Center,  Room  5673, 
Regional  Office  Building  3,  7th  and  D 
Streets,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Each  Regional  Office  and  the 
Application  Control  Center  will  accept  a 
hand  delivered  application  between  8:30 
a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.  (local  time)  daily, 
except  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

available  funds:  Approximately 
$13,000,000  is  available  for  support  of 
noncompeting  continuation  projects  in 
Fiscal  Year  1981.  This  reflects  a 
reduction  from  the  Fiscal  Year  1980  level 
for  the  Rehabilitation  Training  Grant 
Program.  The  range  of  funded  projects  is 
expected  to  be  from  $25,000  to  $175,000. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

APPLICATION  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  will 
be  mailed  to  grantees  who  have  been 
conducting  rehabilitation  long-term 
training  projects  during  the  1980-1981 
academic  year  and  who  are  eligible  to 
apply  for  noncompeting  continuation 
grant  support  under  this  Notice. 

Application  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  15  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
further  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 
APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the 
Rehabilitation  Long-Term  Training 
Program  (34  CFR  Parts  385  and  386,  45 
FR  86378,  December  30, 1980):  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Harold  F.  Shay, 
Director,  Division  of  Manpower 
Development,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  Department  of 
Education,  Room  3321,  Mary  E.  Switzer 
Building,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202,  telephone  (202) 
245-0079. 

(29  U.S.C.  774) 

84.129D — Rehabilitation  Continuing 
Education  Programs 

CLOSING  DATE:  New  Awards — May  18, 
1981. 
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Noncompeting  Continuations — May 
18, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for  new  and 
noncompeting  continuation  projects 
under  the  Rehabilitation  Continuing 
Education  Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  304  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  774) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  State  vocational  rehabilitation 
agencies,  and  other  public  or  nonprofit 
agencies  and  organizations,  including 
institutions  of  higher  education. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
support  training  centers  that  serve  either 
a  Federal  region  or  another  multi-State 
geographical  area  and  provide  for  a 
broad  integrated  sequence  of  training 
activities  that  focus  on  meeting 
recurrent  training  needs  of  rehabilitation 
personnel  employed  in  public  and 
nonpublic  programs  providing 
rehabilitation  services  to  severely 
physically  and  mentally  disabled 
individuals. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATIONS:  An  application  for  a  new 
grant  must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered 
by  May  18, 1981.  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  funding,  an  application 
for  a  noncompeting  continuation  award 
should  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  by 
May  18, 1981.  If  an  application  for  a 
noncompeting  continuation  award  is 
received  after  that  date,  the  Department 
of  Education  may  lack  sufficient  time  to 
review  it  with  other  noncompeting 
continuation  applications  and  may 
decline  to  accept  it. 

APPLICATIONS  SENT  BY  MAIL:  An 

application  sent  by  mail  for  a 
Rehabilitation  Continuing  Education 
Program  must  be  addressed  to  the 
appropriate  Regional  Office  of  the 
Department  of  Education  as  follows: 

Region  I 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  John  F.  Kennedy  Federal 
Building,  Room  E-400,  Government  Center, 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02203 

Region  II 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  26  Federal  Plaza,  Room  4106, 
New  York,  New  York  10007 

Region  III 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  3535  Market  Street,  P.O.  Box 
13716,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19101 

Region  IV 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  101  Marietta  Street,  NW„  Suite 
903,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30323 


Region  V 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  300  South  Wacker  Drive,  15th 
Floor,  Chicago,  Illinois  60606 

Region  VI 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  1200  Main  Tower  Building, 

Room  2040,  Dallas,  Texas  75202 

Region  VII 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  324  East  11th  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106 

Region  VIII  • 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  Federal  Office  Building,  Room 
978, 19th  and  Stout  Streets,  Denver, 
Colorado  80294 

Region  IX 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  Federal  Office  Building,  50 
United  Nations  Plaza,  San  Francisco. 
California  94102 

Region  X 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  Arcade  Building,  1321  Second 
Avenue  (MS  622),  Seattle,  Washington 
98101 

An  application  for  new  awards  must 
show  proof  of  mailing  consisting  of  one 
of  the  following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  A  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

Applicants  for  new  and  noncompeting 
continuation  projects  are  encouraged  to 
use  registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
Each  late  applicant  for  a  new  project 
will  be  notified  that  its  application  will 
not  be  considered. 

APPLICATIONS  DEUVERED  BY  HAND:  An 

application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  appropriate  Department 
of  Education  Regional  Office.  The 
Regional  Office  will  accept  a  hand 
delivered  application  between  8:30  a.m. 
and  4:30  p.m.  (local  time)  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays  and  Federal 
holidays. 


An  application  for  a  new  project  that 
it  hand  delivered  will  not  be  accepted 
after  4:30  p.m.  on  the  closing  date. 
AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  $2,925,000  is 
available  for  Rehabilitation  Continuing 
Education  Programs  in  fiscal  year  1981. 
Funds  are  available  within  each  Federal 
Region  as  follows: 

Region  I _ '$237,497 

Region  II _ 283,557 

Region  III _  352.280 

Region  IV _  *440.357 

Region  V . . 339,418 

Region  VI _  345.910 

Region  VU _  '230.025 

Region  VIII _  206,383 

Region  IX. _ *279.638 

Region  X _  209,935 

1  Noncompeting  continuation  only. 

*$127,000  committed  for  noncompeting  continuation  only. 

*$203,000  committed  for  noncompetiog  continuation  only. 

Those  Regions  in  which  all  Fiscal 
Year  1981  fluids  are  committed  to 
noncompeting  continuation  grants  are 
identified.  No  applications  for  new 
projects  will  be  accepted  in  these 
Regions. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

APPLICATION  forms:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  will 
be  mailed  to  grantees  who  have  been 
conducting  Rehabilitation  Continuation 
Education  Programs  in  fiscal  year  1980. 
Additional  forms  and  instructions  may 
be  obtained  by  writing  to  the 
appropriate  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration  Regional  Commissioner 
in  the  Department  of  Education  Regional 
Office. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  25  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
further  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  required. 
APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the 
Rehabilitation  Continuing  Education 
Programs  (34  CFR  Parts  385  and  389, 45 
FR  86378,  December  30, 1980);  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Harold  F.  Shay, 
Director,  Division  of  Manpower 
Development,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  Department  of 
Education,  Room  3321,  Mary  E.  Switzer 
Building.  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Telephone: 
(202)  245-0079. 
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(29  U.S.C.  774) 

84.129Y — Experimental  and  Innovative 
Training 

CLOSING  DATE:  May  18, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for 
noncompeting  continuation  projects 
under  the  Experimental  and  Innovative 
Training  Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  304  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  774) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  State  vocational  rehabilitation 
agencies,  and  other  public  or  nonprofit 
agencies  and  organizations,  including 
institutions  of  higher  education. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to  train 
new  types  of  rehabilitation  personnel 
and  to  demonstrate  new  and  improved 
methods  of  training  rehabilitation 
personnel. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
applications:  To  be  assured  of 
consideration  for  funding,  an  application 
for  a  noncompeting  continuation  award 
must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  by 
May  18, 1981. 

If  the  application  is  late,  the 
Department  of  Education  may  lack 
sufficient  time  to  review  it  with  other 
noncompeting  continuation  applications 
and  may  decline  to  accept  it. 
applications  deuvered  by  mail:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention  84.129Y,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  application  should  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  A  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  .that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applioant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 


be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Applicant  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 
7th  and  D  Streets,  S.W.,  Washington, 

D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  a  hand  delivered  application 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time),  daily  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  $1,000,000  is 
available  for  support  of  noncompeting 
continuation  projects  in  Fiscal  Year 
1981.  This  amount  reflects  the  over-all 
budgetary  reduction  from  the  Fiscal 
Year  1980  level  for  the  Rehabilitation 
Training  Program.  The  range  of  funded 
projects  is  expected  to  be  from 
approximately  $50,000  to  $135,000  per 
project. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

application  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  will 
be  mailed  to  September  cycle  grantees 
who  have  been  conducting  experimental 
and  innovative  training  projects  during 
the  1980-1981  academic  year  and  who 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  noncompeting 
continuation  grant  support  under  this 
Notice. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  15  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
also  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 
APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the 
Experimental  and  Innovative  Training 
Program  (34  CFR  Parts  385  and  387,  45 
FR  86378,  December  30, 1980):  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Harold  F.  Shay, 
Director,  Division  of  Manpower 
Development,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  Department  of 
Education,  Room  3321,  Mary  E.  Switzer 
Building,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.G  20202.  Telephone: 
(202)  245-0079. 

(20  U.S.C.  774) 

84.129 — Rehabilitation  Long-Term 
Training 

CLOSING  DATE:  May  18, 1981. 


Applications  are  invited  for  new 
projects  under  the  Rehabilitation  Long- 
Term  Training  Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  304  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 

(29  U.S.C.  774) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  State  vocational  rehabilitation 
agencies  and  other  public  or  nonprofit 
agencies  and  organizations,  including 
institutions  of  higher  education. 

The  purpose  of  the  Rehabilitation 
Long-Term  Training  Program  is  to 
support  projects  designed  for  training 
personnel  available  for  employment  in 
public  and  private  agencies  involved  in 
the  rehabilitation  of  physically  and 
mentally  handicapped  individuals, 
especially  those  who  are  the  most 
severely  disabled. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATIONS:  An  application  for  a 
grant  must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered 
by  May  18, 1981. 

APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 

application  sent  by  mail  for  a  new 
rehabilitation  long-term  training  project, 
must  be  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Education,  Application 
Control  Center,  Attention  84-129, 
Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

An  application  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark,  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
Each  late  applicant  will  be  notified  that 
its  application  will  not  be  considered. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  No. 
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3,  7th  and  D  Streets,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  a  hand  delivered  application 
between  8:30  A.M.  and  4:30  P.M. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time),  daily  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  P.M.  on 
the  closing  date. 

AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  Approximately 
$4,500,000  is  available  for  support  of 
new  rehabilitation  long-term  training 
projects  in  fiscal  year  1981.  This  reflects 
a  reduction  from  the  fiscal  year  1980 
budget  level  for  the  Rehabilitation 
Training  Program.  It  is  expected  that 
about  95  new  grants  will  be  awarded. 
The  range  of  funded  projects  is  expected 
to  be  from  approximately  $25,000  to 
$175,000. 

There  will  be  separate  competitions 
for  each  of  the  rehabilitation  fields  in 
which  rehabilitation  long-term  training 
grants  are  awarded,  if  warranted  by  the 
number  of  new  applications  received  in 
each  field. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

application  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  will 
be  mailed  to  grantees  who  have  been 
conducting  rehabilitation  long-term 
training  projects  during  the  1980-1981 
academic  year.  Additional  copies  may 
be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Division  of 
Manpower  Development,  Rehabilitation 
Services  Administration,  Office  of 
Special  Education  and  Rehabilitative 
Services,  U.S.  Department  of  Education, 
Room  3321,  Switzer  Building,  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instuctions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  25  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
further  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 
APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  Regulations 
to  this  program  include  the  following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the 
Rehabilitation  Long-Term  Training 
Program  (34  CFR  Parts  385  and  386,  45 
FR  86378,  December  30, 1980):  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Harold  F.  Shay, 
Director,  Division  of  Manpower 
Development,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  Department  of 


Education,  Room  3321,  Mary  E.  Switzer 
Building,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Telephone  (202) 
245-0079. 

(29  U.S.C.  774) 

84.129Z — State  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Unit  In-Service  Training 
Program 

CLOSING  date:  May  18. 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for  new 
projects  under  the  State  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Unit  In-Service  Training 
Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  304  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  774) 

Awards  may  be  made  under  this 
program  to  State  vocational 
rehabilitation  agencies  and  other  public 
or  nonprofit  agencies  or  organizations, 
including  institutions  of  higher 
education. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
support  special  projects  for  training 
personnel  employed  by  State  vocational 
rehabilitation  units  in  program  areas 
essential  to  the  effective  management  of 
the  State  unit  program  of  vocational 
rehabilitation  services  or  in  skill  areas 
which  will  enable  State  unit  personnel 
to  improve  their  ability  to  provide 
vocational  rehabilitation  services  to 
severely  handicapped  individuals. 
CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATIONS:  An  application  for  a 
grant  must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered 
by  May  18, 1981. 

APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 

application  sent  by  mail  for  a  State 
vocational  rehabilitation  unit  in-service 
training  project  must  be  addressed  to 
the  appropriate  Regional  Office  of  the 
Department  of  Education  as  follows: 

Region  I 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  John  F.  Kennedy  Federal 
Building,  Room  E-400,  Government  Center, 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02203 

Region  II 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  26  Federal  Plaza,  Room  4106, 
New  York,  New  York  10007 

Region  III 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  3535  Market  Street,  P.O.  Box 
13716,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19101 

Region  IV 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  101  Marietta  Street,  NW.,  Suite 
903,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30323 

Region  V 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  300  South  Wacker  Drive,  15th 
Floor,  Chicago,  Illinois  60606 


Region  VI 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  1200  Main  Tower  Building, 

Room  2040,  Dallas,  Texas  75202 

Region  VII 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  324  Eastllth  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106 

Region  VIII 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education.  Federal  Office  Building.  Rocm 
978, 19th  and  Stout  Streets,  Denver, 

Colorado  80294 

Region  IX 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education,  Federal  Office  Building,  50 
United  Nations  Plaza,  San  Francisco, 
California  94102 

Region  X 

RSA  Regional  Commissioner,  Department  of 
Education.  Arcade  Building.  1321  Second 
Avenue  (MS  622),  Seattle,  Washington 
98101 

An  application  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

1.  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

2.  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

3.  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

4.  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  A  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
Each  late  applicant  will  be  notified  that 
its  application  will  not  be  considered. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  appropriate  Department 
of  Education  Regional  Office. 

The  appropriate  Regional  Office  will 
accept  a  hand  delivered  application 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.  (local 
time)  daily,  except  Saturdays,  Sundays, 
and  Federal  holidays. 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  p.m.  on 
the  closing  date. 

AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  $3,000,000  is 
available  for  State  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Unit  In-Service  Training 
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in  Fiscal  Year  1981.  The  allowance  for 
each  Federal  Region  is  as  follows: 


Region  1 . . . . 

. . .  $240,502 

Region  II . . . 

.  253,085 

Region  III . . 

.  397.411 

Region  iv _ _ 

598,557 

Region  V...„ . . . . 

. .  364,259 

Region  VI . . . 

.  359.927 

Region  VII _ _ _ 

. . . .  201,376 

Region  VIII . 

. .  166,173 

Region  IX . . . 

.  261,248 

Region  X . . . .  157,462 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

application  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  will 
be  mailed  to  grantees  who  have  been 
conducting  State  vocational 
rehabilitation  unit  training  projects 
during  Fiscal  Year  1980.  Additional 
forms  and  instructions  may  be  obtained 
by  writing  to  the  appropriate 
Rehabilitation  Services  Administration 
Regional  Commissioner  in  the 
Department  of  Education  Regional 
Office. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  25  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
further  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 
APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the  State 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Unit  In- 
Service  Training  Program  (34  CFR  Parts 
385  and  388,  45  FR  86378,  December  30, 
1980);  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Harold  F. 
Shay,  Director,  Division  of  Manpower 
Development,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  Department  of 
Education,  Room  3321,  Mary  E.  Switzer 
Building,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202,  telephone  (202) 
245-0079. 

(29  U.S.C.  774) 

84.128F — Client  Assistance  Projects 

closing  date:  June  10, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for  new 
projects  under  the  Client  Assistance 
Projects  Programs. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  112  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  732) 


Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  State  vocational  rehabilitation 
agencies. 

The  purpose  of  the  Client  Assistance 
Projects  Program  is  to  support  projects 
designed  to  inform  and  advise  all  clients 
and  client  applicants  in  the  project  area 
of  all  available  benefits  and  their  rights 
in  seeking  these  benefits  under  th6 
Rehabilitation  Act. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATIONS:  An  application  for  a  new 
award  must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered 
by  June  10, 1981. 

APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 

application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention  84.128F,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  application  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  A  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
Each  late  applicant  will  be  notified  that 
its  application  will  not  be  considered. 
APPLICATION  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 
7th  and  D  Streets  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  hand  delivered  applications 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  p.m.  on 
the  closing  date. 

AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  Approximately 
$560,000  is  available  for  support  of  new 
projects  in  Fiscal  Year  1981.  Based  on  an 
average  grant  amount  of  approximately 
$100,000,  it  is  expected  that  about  five  or 


six  new  grants  will  be  awarded.  Projects 
may  be  funded  up  to  five  years,  with 
annual  renewal. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

APPLICATION  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  are 
available  and  may  be  obtained  by 
writing  to  the  Division  of  Innovative 
Programs  and  Demonstrations, 
Rehabilitation  Services  Administration, 
U.S.  Department  of  Education,  Room 
3516,  Mary  E.  Switzer  Building,  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  25  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
further  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 
SPECIAL  procedures:  Every  applicant  is 
subject  to  the  State  and  areawide 
clearinghouse  review  procedures  under 
OMB  Circular  A-95. 

An  applicant  should  check  with  its 
appropriate  Federal  regional  office  to 
obtain  the  name(s)  and  address(es)  of 
the  clearinghouse(s)  in  its  State.  OMB 
Circular  A-95  requires  the  applicant  to 
give  the  clearinghouse(s)  sufficient  time 
for  review,  consultation,  and  comments 
on  the  application. 

In  its  application  each  applicant  must 
provide — 

(a)  The  comments  of  each 
clearinghouse  that  commented  on  the 
application;  or 

(b)  A  statement  that  the  applicant 
used  the  procedures  of  Part  I  of  OMB 
Circular  A-95  but  did  not  receive  any 
clearinghouse  comments. 

APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the  Client 
Assistance  Projects  Program  (34  CFR 
Parts  369  and  370,  46  FR  5416,  January 
19, 1981);  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Leslie  B.  Cole, 
Division  of  Innovative  Programs  and 
Demonstrations,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Room  3516,  Mary  E.  Switzer 
Building,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Telephone: 
(202)  245-3187. 

(29  U.S.C.  732) 
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84.128G — Handicapped  Migratory 
Agricultural  and  Seasonal  Farmworker 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Service 
Projects 

CLOSING  date:  June  10, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for  new 
projects  under  the  Handicapped 
Migratory  Agricultural  and  Seasonal 
Farmworker  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
Service  Projects  Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  312  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  777(b)) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  State  vocational  rehabilitation 
agencies  or  local  agencies  administering 
a  vocational  rehabilitation  program 
under  written  agreements  with  State 
agencies. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
support  projects  for  providing  vocational 
rehabilitation  services  to  handicapped 
migratory  agricultural  workers  or 
handicapped  seasonal  farmworkers. 
CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATIONS:  An  application  for  a 
grant  award  must  be  mailed  or  hand 
delivered  by  June  10, 1981. 

APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention  84.128G,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  application  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Pstal  Service 
postmark, 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
Each  later  applicant  will  be  notified  that 
its  application  will  not  be  considered. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 


Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 

7th  and  D  Streets  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  hand  delivered  applications 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sunday,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

available  FUNDS:  Approximately 
$330,000  is  available  for  support  of  new 
projects  in  Fiscal  Year  1981.  Based  on  an 
average  grant  amount  of  approximately 
$110,000,  it  is  expected  that  about  three 
new  grants  will  be  awarded. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

APPLICATION  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  may 
be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Division  of 
Innovative  Programs  and 
Demonstrations,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  25  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
further  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 
SPECIAL  PROCEDURES:  Every  applicant  is 
subject  to  the  State  and  areawide 
clearinghouse  review  procedures  under 
OMB  Circular  A-95. 

An  applicant  should  check  with  its 
appropriate  Federal  Regional  Office  to 
obtain  the  name(s)  and  address(es)  of 
the  clearinghouse(s)  in  its  State.  OMB 
Circular  A-95  requires  the  applicant  to 
give  the  clearinghouse(s)  sufficient  time 
for  review,  consultation,  and  comments 
on  the  application. 

In  its  application  each  applicant  must 
provide — 

(a)  The  comments  of  each 
clearinghouse  that  commented  on  the 
application;  or 

(b)  A  statement  that  the  applicant 
used  the  procedures  of  Part  I  of  OMB 
Circular  A-95  but  did  not  receive  any 
clearinghouse  comments. 

APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the 
Handicapped  Migratory  Agricultural 
and  Seasonal  Farmworkers  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Service  Projects  Program 
(34  CFR  Parts  369  and  375,  46  FR  5416, 
January  19, 1981);  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 
(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 


further  information:  Roberta  Church, 
Division  of  Innovative  Programs  and 
Demonstrations,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Adminstration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Room  3516,  Mary  E.  Switzer 
Building,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Telephone: 

(202)  245-3187. 

(29  U.S.C.  777(b)) 

84.128H — Handicapped  American  Indian 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Service 
Projects 

CLOSING  DATE:  June  10, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for  new 
projects  under  the  Handicapped 
American  Indian  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Service  Projects  Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  130  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  750) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  the  governing  bodies  of  Indian  tribes 
located  on  Federal  and  State 
reservations. 

The  purpose  of  the  Handicapped 
American  Indian  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Service  Program  is  to 
support  projects  designed  to  provide 
vocational  rehabilitation  services  to 
handicapped  American  Indians  who 
reside  on  Federal  or  State  reservations 
in  order  to  prepare  them  for  suitable 
employment. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATIONS:  An  application  for  a 
grant  must  be  mailed  or  hand-delivered 
by  June  10, 1981. 

APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 

application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention  84.128H,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  application  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
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on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 

Each  late  applicant  will  be  notified  that 
its  application  will  not  be  considered. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 
7th  and  D  Streets  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  a  hand  delivered  application 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  p.m.  on 
the  closing  date. 

AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  $650,000  is  available 
for  support  of  new  projects  in  Fiscal 
Year  1981.  It  is  expected  that  three  new 
projects  will  be  awarded.  The  range  of 
funded  projects  is  expected  to  be  from 
approximately  $125,000  to  $400,000. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

APPLICATION  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  may 
be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Division  of 
State  Program  Assistance, 

Rehabilitation  Services  Administration, 
U.S.  Department  of  Education,  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Room  3211, 

Mary  E.  Switzer  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  25  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
further  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 
SPECIAL  PROCEDURES:  Every  applicant  is 
subject  to  the  State  and  areawide 
clearinghouse  review  procedures  under 
OMB  Circular  A-95. 

An  applicant  should  check  with  its 
appropriate  Federal  regional  office  to 
obtain  the  name(s)  and  address(es)  of 
the  clearinghouse(s)  in  its  State.  OMB 
Circular  A-95  requires  the  applicant  to 
give  the  clearinghouse(s)  sufficient  time 
for  review,  consultation,  and  comments 
on  the  application. 

In  its  application  each  applicant  must 
provide — 

(a)  The  comments  of  each 
clearinghouse  that  commented  on  the 
application;  or 

(b)  A  statement  that  the  applicant 
used  the  procedures  of  Part  I  of  OMB 


Circular  A-95  but  did  not  receive  any 
clearinghouse  comments. 

APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the 
Handicapped  American  Indian 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Service 
Projects  Program  (34  CFR  Parts  369  and 
371,  46  FR  5416,  January  19, 1981);  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Martin  Spickler, 
Ph.D.,  Acting  Associate  Commissioner, 
Office  of  Program  Operations, 
Rehabilitation  Services  Administration, 
U.S.  Department  of  Education,  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Room  3030, 

Mary  E.  Switzer  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202.  Telephone  (202)  245-0212. 

(29  U.S.C.  750) 

84.128J — Projects  for  Initiating  Special 
Recreation  Programs  for  Handicapped 
Individuals 

CLOSING  date:  June  10, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for  new 
projects  under  the  Program  of  Projects 
for  Initiating  Special  Recreation 
Programs  for  Handicapped  Individuals. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  316  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  777f) 

Awards  are  made  to  State  and  public 
and  other  nonprofit  agencies  and 
organizations. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
support  projects  which  initiate  programs 
of  recreational  services  for  handicapped 
individuals. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATION:  An  application  for  a  grant 
award  must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered 
by  June  10, 1981. 

APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 

application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention  84.128J,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  application  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 


proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 

Each  late  applicant  will  be  notified  that 
its  application  will  not  be  considered. 

APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 

application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 

7th  and  D  Streets  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  a  hand  delivered  application 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington  D.C.  time)  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays  and  Federal 
holidays. 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  p.m.  on 
the  closing  date. 

AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  $2,000,000  is 
available  for  support  of  new  projects  in 
Fiscal  Year  1981.  It  is  expected  that 
about  35  new  grants  will  be  awarded. 
The  range  of  funded  projects  is  expected 
to  be  from  approximately  $50,000  to 
$100,000. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

application  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  may 
be  obtained  by  writing  to  the 
Rehabilitation  Services  Administration, 
U.S.  Department  of  Education,  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  25  pages  in  length.  The  Secretary 
further  urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 

SPECIAL  PROCEDURES:  Every  applicant  is 
subject  to  the  State  and  areawide 
clearinghouse  review  procedures  under 
OMB  Circular  A-95. 

An  applicant  should  check  with  its 
appropriate  Federal  Regional  Office  to 
obtain  the  name(s)  and  address(es)  of 
the  clearinghouse(s)  in  its  State.  OMB 
Circular  A-95  requires  the  applicant  to 
give  the  clearinghouse(s)  sufficient  time 
for  review,  consultation,  and  comments 
on  the  application. 
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In  its  application  each  applicant  must 
provide — 

(a]  The  comments  of  each 
clearinghouse  that  commented  on  the 
application;  or 

(b)  A  statement  that  the  applicant, 
used  the  procedures  of  Part  I  of  OMB 
Circular  A-95  but  did  not  receive  any 
clearinghouse  comments. 

APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the  Projects 
for  Initiating  Special  Recreation 
Programs  for  Handicapped  Individuals 
(34  CFR  Parts  369  and  378,  46  FR  5416, 
January  19, 1981);  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

further  information:  Wesley  Geigel, 
Acting  Director,  Division  of  Innovative 
Programs  and  Demonstrations, 
Rehabilitation  Services  Administration, 
400  Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Room  3516, 
Mary  E.  Switzer  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202.  Telephone  (202)  245-3186. 

(29  U.S.C.  777 f) 

84.128K — Special  Projects  and 
Demonstrations  for  Making  Recreational 
Activities  Accessible  to  Handicapped 
Individuals 

CLOSING  DATE:  June  10, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for  new 
projects  under  the  Program  of  Special 
Projects  and  Demonstrations  for  Making 
Recreational  Activities  Accessible  to 
Handicapped  Individuals. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  311(a)(3)  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  777a(a)(3)) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  States  and  public  and  other  nonprofit 
agencies  and  organizations. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
operate  programs  and,  where 
appropriate,  to  renovate  and  construct 
facilities  to  demonstrate  methods  of 
making  recreational  activities  fully 
accessible  to  handicapped  individuals. 
CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATIONS:  An  application  for  a 
grant  must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered 
by  June  10, 1981. 

APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 

application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention  84.128K,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  application  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following; 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 


(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 

Each  late  applicant  will  be  notified  that 
its  application  will  not  be  considered. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 
7th  and  D  Streets  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  hand  delivered  applications 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  Federal 
holidays. 

Applications  that  are  hand  delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  p.m.  on 
the  closing  date. 

AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  $1  million  is  available 
for  the  support  of  new  projects  in  Fiscal 
Year  1981.  It  is  expected  that  about  five 
new  grants  will  be  awarded.  The  range 
of  funded  projects  is  expected  to  be 
from  approximately  $50,000  to  $250,000. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

APPLICATION  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  may 
be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Division  of 
Innovative  Programs  and 
Demonstrations,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  strongly  urges 
that  the  narrative  portion  of  the 
application  not  exceed  25  pages  in 
length.  The  Secretary  further  urges  that 
applicants  not  submit  information  that  is 
not  requested. 

SPECIAL  PROCEDURES:  Every  applicant  is 
subject  to  the  State  and  areawide 


clearinghouse  review  procedures  under 
OMB  Circular  A-95. 

An  applicant  should  check  with  its 
appropriate  Federal  regional  office  to 
obtain  the  name(s)  and  address(es)  of 
the  clearinghouse(s)  in  its  State.  OMB 
Circular  A-95  requires  the  applicant  to 
give  the  clearinghouse(s)  sufficient  time 
for  review,  consultation,  and  comments 
on  the  application. 

In  its  application  each  applicant  must 
provide — 

(a)  The  comments  of  each 
clearinghouse  that  commented  on  the 
application;  or 

(b)  A  statement  that  the  applicant 
used  the  procedures  of  Part  I  of  OMB 
Circular  A-95  but  did  not  receive  any 
clearinghouse  comments. 

APPLICABLE  regulations:  The  following 
regulations  are  applicable  to  this 
program: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the  Program 
of  Special  Projects  and  Demonstrations 
for  making  Recreational  Activities 
Accessible  to  Handicapped  Individuals 
(34  CFR  Parts  369  and  374,  46  FR  5416, 
January  19, 1981);  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Adminstrative  Regulations  (EDGAR)  (34 
CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FURTHER  information:  Wesley  Geigel, 
Acting  Director,  Division  of  Innovative 
Programs  and  Demonstrations, 
Rehabilitation  Services  Administration, 
Department  of  Education,  400  Maryland 
Avenue  SW.,  Mary  E.  Switzer  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Telephone: 

(202)  245-3186. 

(29  U.S.C.  777a(a)(3)) 

84.128A — Special  Projects  and 
Demonstrations  for  Providing  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Services  to  Severely 
Handicapped  Individuals 

CLOSING  date:  June  10, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for  new 
projects  under  the  Program  of  Special 
Projects  and  Demonstrations  for 
Providing  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
Services  to  Severely  Handicapped 
Individuals.  (This  announcement  does 
not  cover  Spinal  Cord  Injury  System 
projects  supported  under  this  program.) 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  311(a)(1)  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  777(a)(1)) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  States  and  public  and  other  nonprofit 
agencies  and  organizations. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
support  projects  designed  to  expand  or 
otherwise  improve  vocational 
rehabilitation  services  and  other 
rehabilitation  services  for  severely 
handicapped  individuals. 
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CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATIONS:  An  application  for  a 
grant  must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered 
by  June  10, 1981. 

APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 

application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention  84.128A,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  application  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 
7th  and  D  Streets  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  hand  delivered  applications 
between  the  hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30 
p.m.  (Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily, 
except  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  p.m.  on 
the  closing  date. 

PROGRAM  INFORMATION:  In  fiscal  year 
1981  applicants  are  encouraged  to 
submit  applications  with  a  single 
disability  focus  which  are  designed  to 
provide  services  in  any  of  the  following 
disability  areas: 

(a)  Arthritis 

(b)  Blindness 

(c)  Cerebral  Palsy 

(d)  Deafness 

(e)  Epilepsy 

(f)  Heart  Disease 

(g)  Mental  Illness 

(h)  Mental  Retardation 

(i)  Multiple  Sclerosis 

(j)  Specific  Learning  Disability 

AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  Approximately 
$1,250,000  is  available  for  the  support  of 


jiew  projects  under  this  program.  Based 
on  an  average  grant  amount  of 
approximately  $125,000  it  is  expected 
that  10  new  grants  will  be  awarded. 

These  estimates  do  not  bind  the 
Department  of  Education  to  a  specific 
number  of  grants  or  to  the  amount  of 
any  grant. 

application  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  may 
be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Division  of 
Innovative  Programs  and 
Demonstrations,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  Department  of 
Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  strongly  urges 
that  the  narrative  portion  of  the 
application  not  exceed  25  pages  in 
length.  The  Secretary  further  urges  that 
applicants  not  submit  information  that  is 
not  requested. 

SPECIAL  PROCEDURES:  Every  applicant  is 
subject  to  the  State  and  areawide 
clearinghouse  review  procedures  under 
OMB  Circular  A-95. 

An  applicant  should  check  with  its 
appropriate  Federal  regional  office  to 
obtain  the  name(s)  and  address(es)  of 
the  clearinghouse(s)  in  its  State.  OMB 
Circular  A-95  requires  the  applicant  to 
give  the  clearinghouse(s)  sufficient  time 
for  review,  consultation,  and  comments 
on  the  application. 

In  its  application  each  applicant  must 
provide — 

(a)  The  comments  of  each 
clearinghouse  that  commented  on  the 
application;  or 

(b)  A  statement  that  the  applicant 
used  the  procedures  of  Part  I  of  OMB 
Circular  A-95  but  did  not  receive  any 
clearinghouse  comments. 

APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  The  following 
regulations  are  applicable  to  this 
program: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  Special 
Projects  and  Demonstrations  for 
Providing  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
Services  to  Severely  Handicapped 
Individuals  (34  CFR  Parts  369  and  374, 

46  FR  5416,  January  19, 1981);  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Wesley  Geigel, 
Acting  Director,  Division  of  Innovative 
Programs  and  Demonstrations, 
Rehabilitation  Services  Administration, 
Department  of  Education,  400  Maryland 
Avenue  SW.,  Room  3516,  Mary  E. 
Switzer  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202.  Telephone:  (202)  245-3186. 

(29  U.S.C.  711(a)(1)) 


84.128E — Special  Projects  and 
Demonstrations  for  Providing  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Services  to  Severely 
Handicapped  Individuals  (Spinal  Cord 
Injury  System  Projects) 

closing  DATE:  June  10, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for  new 
Spinal  Cord  Injury  System  projects 
under  the  Program  of  Special  Projects 
and  Demonstrations  for  Providing 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Services  to 
Severely  Handicapped  Individuals. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  311(a)(1)  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  777(a)(1)) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  States  and  public  and  other  nonprofit 
agencies  and  organizations. 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
support  projects  designed  to  expand  or 
otherwise  improve  vocational 
rehabilitation  services  and  other 
rehabilitation  services  for  individuals 
with  spinal  cord  injuries. 

CLOSING  DATE  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATIONS:  An  application  for  a 
grant  must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered 
by  June  10, 1981. 

APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 

application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention  84.128E,  400  Maryland  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

An  application  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
Each  late  application  will  be  notified 
that  its  application  will  not  be 
considered. 

APPLICATION  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 

application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
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Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 

7th  and  D  Streets  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  a  hand  delivered  application 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  p.m.  on 
the  closing  date. 

AVAILABLE  FUNDS:  Approximately 
$750,000  is  available  for  the  support  of 
new  projects  in  this  grant  program. 

Based  on  an  average  grant  amount  of 
approximately  $250,000  it  is  expected 
that  three  new  grants  will  be  awarded. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

application  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  may 
be  obtained  by  writing  to:  J.  Paul 
Thomas,  Project  Manager,  Model  Spinal 
Cord  Injury  Systems  Program, 
Rehabilitation  Services  Administration, 
Department  of  Education,  400  Maryland 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
package.  The  Secretary  strongly  urges 
that  the  narrative  portion  of  the 
application  not  exceed  50  pages  in 
length.  The  Secretary  further  urges  that 
applicants  not  submit  information  that  is 
not  requested. 

SPECIAL  procedures:  Every  applicant  is' 
subject  to  the  State  and  areawide 
clearinghouse  review  procedures  under 
OMB  Circular  A-95. 

An  applicant  should  check  with  its 
appropriate  Federal  regional  office  to 
obtain  the  name(s)  and  address(es)  of 
the  clearinghouse(s)  in  its  State.  OMB 
Circular  A-95  requires  the  applicant  to 
give  the  clearinghouse(s)  sufficient  time 
for  review,  consultation,  and  comments 
on  the  application. 

In  its  application  each  applicant  must 
provide — 

(a)  The  comments  of  each 
clearinghouse  that  commented  on  the 
application;  or 

(b)  A  statement  that  the  applicant 
used  the  procedures  of  Part  I  of  OMB 
Circular  A-95  but  did  not  receive  any 
clearinghouse  comments. 

APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  The  following 
regulations  are  applicable  to  this 
program: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  Special 
Projects  and  Demonstrations  for 
Providing  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
Services  to  Severely  Handicapped 


Individuals  (34  CFR  Parts  369  and  373, 

46  FR  5416,  January  19, 1981);  and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 
further  INFORMATION:  J.  Paul  Thomas, 
Project  Manager,  Model  Spinal  Cord 
Injury  Systems  Program,  Rehabilitation 
Services  Administration,  Department  of 
Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW., 
Room  3430,  Mary  E.  Switzer  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Telephone: 

(202)  245-0515. 

(29  U.S.C.  777(a)(1)) 

84.132 — Centers  for  Independent  Living 

CLOSING  DATE:  July  31, 1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for  new 
projects  under  the  Centers  for 
Independent  Living  Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  711  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
(29  U.S.C.  796e) 

Awards  are  made  under  this  program 
to  the  designated  State  vocational 
rehabilitation  unit.  Awards  may  also  be 
made  to  local  public  agencies  or  private 
nonprofit  organizations  within  a  State, 
if  the  designated  State  Unit  has  not 
submitted  an  application  within  six 
months  after  the  Commissioner  begins 
accepting  applications  in  any  fiscal 
year.  January  2, 1981,  has  been 
established  as  the  date  in  fiscal  year 
1981  on  which  the  Commissioner  began 
to  accept  applications. 

The  purpose  of  the  Centers  for 
Independent  Living  Program  is  to  plan, 
establish,  and  operate  centers  for 
independent  living  which  offer  a 
combination  of  independent  living 
services  for  severely  handicapped 
individuals  or  groups  of  severely 
handicapped  individuals  so  that  they 
may  live  more  independently  in  family 
and  community,  or  secure  and  maintain 
employment,  with  the  maximum  degree 
of  self-direction. 

CLOSING  DATES  FOR  TRANSMITTAL  OF 
APPLICATIONS:  Applications  for  new 
awards  must  be  mailed  or  hand 
delivered  by  July  31, 1981. 

APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  MAIL:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention  84.132,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  application  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 


(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should  -  _ 
check  with  the  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 

Each  late  applicant  will  be  notified  that 
its  application  will  not  be  considered. 
APPLICATIONS  DELIVERED  BY  HAND:  An 
application  that  is  hand-delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  No. 
3,  Seventh  and  D  Streets  SW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  a  hand  delivered  application 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  p.m.  on 
the  closing  date. 

AVAILABLE  funds:  Approximately 
$3,000,000  is  available  for  support  of 
new  projects  in  Fiscal  Year  1981.  It  is 
estimated  that  each  new  award  will 
average  $200,000. 

However,  these  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  except 
as  may  be  required  by  applicable  statute 
and  regulations. 

APPLICATION  FORMS:  Application  forms 
and  program  information  packages  may 
be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Special 
Assistant  for  Independent  Living 
Projects,  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Room  3216,  Mary  E.  Switzer 
Building,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
packages.  The  Secretary  strongly  urges 
that  the  narrative  portion  of  the 
application  not  exceed  25  pages  in 
length.  The  Secretary  further  urges  that 
applicants  not  submit  information  that  is 
not  requested. 

PROGRAM  information:  Section  711(a) 
of  the  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended,  authorizes  the  award  of 
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grants  to  “any  designated  States  unit 
which  administers  the  State  plan  under 
Section  705  *  *  which  by  definition 
is  the  same  unit  which  administers  the 
State  plan  under  Section  110  of  the  Title 
I  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Program. 
However,  the  Act  states  in  Section 
711(d)  that  "If,  within  six  months  after 
the  date  in  each  fiscal  year  in  which  the 
Commissioner  begins  to  accept 
applications  from  designated  State  units 
under  this  section,  a  designated  State 
unit  in  a  State  has  not  submitted  an 
application,  the  Commissioner  may 
accept  application  for  grants  under  this 
section  from  local  public  agencies  or 
private  nonprofit  organizations  within 
the  State." 

The  effect  of  section  711(d)  is  to 
provide  designated  State  Units  of  the 
respective  States  both  priority  access 
and  preemptive  access  if  that  priority  is 
exercised  in  any 'fiscal  year  to  grants 
authorized  by  section  711  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act. 

In  those  States  with  two  designated 
State  Units,  one  serving  the  visually 
impaired  or  blind,  and  another  State 
Unit  serving  all  other  disabilities,  if 
either  or  both  fail  to  apply  within  six 
months  after  the  Commissioner  begins 
to  accept  applications,  the 
Commissioner  may  accept  applications 
which  are  submitted  by  the  closing  date 
for  local  public  agencies,  or  private 
nonprofit  organizations  within  that 
State.  In  order  to  be  advised  of  the 
possibility  of  participation  in  a  timely 
manner,  interested  local  public  agencies 
or  private,  nonprofit  organizations 
should  get  in  touch  with  the  State 
rehabilitation  unit(s)  in  their  respective 
State  to  determine  if  the  State  Unit(s) 
intends  to  apply  during  fiscal  year  1981. 

If  any  designated  State  Unit  submits 
an  application  after  the  six  month 
period  described  above  but  before  the 
closing  date,  the  application  will  be 
judged  in  competition  with  all  other 
applications  and  will  not  preempt 
applications  from  local  public  agencies 
or  private  nonprofit  organizations  within 
the  respective  State. 

SPECIAL  PROCEDURES:  Every  applicant  is 
subject  to  the  State  and  areawide 
clearinghouse  review  procedures  under 
OMB  Circular  A-95. 

An  applicant  should  check  with  its 
appropriate  Federal  regional  office  to 
obtain  the  name(s)  and  address(es)  of 
the  clearinghouse(s)  in  its  State.  OMB 
Circular  A-95  requires  the  applicant  to 
give  the  clearinghouse(s)  sufficient  time 
for  review,  consultation,  and  comments 
on  the  application. 

In  its  application  each  applicant  must 
provide — 


(a)  The  comments  of  each 
clearinghouse  that  commented  on  the 
application;  or 

(b)  A  statement  that  the  applicant 
used  the  procedures  of  Part  I  of  OMB 
Circular  A-95  but  did  not  receive  any 
clearinghouse  comments. 

APPLICABLE  REGULATIONS:  Regulations 
govering  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the  Centers 
for  Independent  Living  Program  (34  CFR 
Part  366,  46  FR  5410,  January  19, 1981); 
and 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administration  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  J.  Bean,  Ph.D.,  Special  Assistant 
for  Independent  Living  Projects,  Room 
3216,  Mary  E.  Switzer  Building,  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20202.  Telephone:  (202)  245-0755. 

(29  U.S.C.  796e) 

Dated:  March  13, 1981. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

Secretary  of  Education. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9204  Filed  3-25-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4000-01-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
Office  of  the  Secretary 

Conduct  of  Employees;  Notice  of 
Waiver  Pursuant  to  Section  605(a)(3) 
of  the  Department  of  Energy 
Organization  Act  (Pub.  L.  95-91) 

Section  605(a)(3)  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (Pub.  L.  95-91) 
authorizes  the  Secretary  of  Energy  to 
waive  the  post-employment  restrictions 
of  section  605(a)(1)  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  to  permit  a 
former  employee  with  outstanding 
scientific  or  technological  qualifications 
to  make  appearances  before  or 
communications  to  the  Department  in 
connection  with  a  particular  matter  in  a 
scientific  or  technological  field,  where  it 
has  been  determined  that  such  a  waiver 
would  serve  the  national  interest. 

It  has  been  established  to  my 
satisfaction  that  Philip  R.  Clark, 
formerly  Associate  Director  for  Reactors 
in  the  Division  of  Naval  Reactors,  has 
outstanding  technological  qualifications 
in  the  fields  of  nuclear  power 
technology,  reactor  development  and 
operation,  and  reactor  core  disposal.  I 
am  further  satisfied  that  it  serves  the 
national  interest  to  grant  a  waiver  for 
Mr.  Clark  with  respect  to  his  activities 
as  Vice  President,  Nuclear  Activities,  of 
the  General  Public  Utilities  Service 
Corporation  relating  to — 


(1)  evaluation,  decontamination,  and 
recovery  of  the  Unit  II  nuclear  power  plant  at 
the  Three  Mile  Island  nuclear  power  station, 

(2)  evaluation  and  resumption  of  operation 
of  the  Unit  I  nuclear  power  plant  at  the  Three 
Mile  Island  nuclear  power  station,  and 

(3)  disposal  of  radioactive  waste  from 
nuclear  power  plants  situated  at  the  Three 
Mile  Island  Nuclear  Power  Station  and  the 
Oyster  Creek  Nuclear  Power  Station. 

I  have,  therefore  waived  the  post¬ 
employment  appearance  and 
communication  prohibitions  of  section 
605(a)(1)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
Organization  Act,  with  respect  to 
contact  with  Department  of  Energy 
officials  by  Mr.  Philip  R.  Clark  in  regard 
to  the  stated  activities  in  his  capacity  as 
Vice  President,  Nuclear  Activities,  of  the 
General  Public  Utilities  Service 
Corporation. 

Dated:  March  12, 1981. 

James  B.  Edwards, 

Secretary  of  Energy. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9225  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Energy  Policy  Task  Force;  Open 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public 
Law  92-463,  86  Stat.  770),  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  following  meeting: 

Name:  Energy  Policy  Task  Force. 

Date  and  time:  Thursday,  April  30, 1981 — 1:00 
p.m. 

Place:  Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Forrestal 
Building,  Room  4A110,  Washington,  D.C. 
20585. 

Contact:  Georgia  Hildreth  Deputy  Advisory 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
Department  of  Energy,  Forrestal  Building, 
Room  8G087, 1000  Independence  Avenue, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20585,  Telephone: 
202-252-5187. 

Purpose  of  the  task  force:  To  advise  the 
Department  of  Energy  on  the  broad  range 
of  policy  and  programmatic  issues  in 
energy. 

Tentative  agenda: 

•  The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  draft  a 
consensus  document  which  will  be 
considered  by  DOE,  along  with  public 
comments,  in  the  development  of  the 
National  Energy  Plan  (NEP  III). 

•  Public  Comment  (10  minute  rule). 

Public  participation:  The  meeting  is  open  to 

the  public.  Written  statements  may  be  filed 
with  the  Task  Force  either  before  or  after 
the  meeting.  Members  of  the  public  who 
wish  to  make  oral  statements  pertaining  to 
agenda  items  should  contact  the  Advisory 
Committee  Management  Office  at  the 
address  or  telephone  number  listed  above. 
Requests  must  be  received  at  least  5  days 
prior  to  the  meeting  and  reasonable 
provision  will  be  made  to  include  the 
presentation  on  the  agenda.  The 
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Chairperson  of  the  Task  Force  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
fashion  that  will  facilitate  the  orderly 
conduct  of  business. 

Transcripts:  Available  for  public  review  and 
copying  at  the  Public  Reading  Room,  Room 
1E190,  Forrestal  Building  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  between  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  Federal 
holidays. 

Executive  summary:  Available  approximately 
30  days  following  the  meeting  from  the 
Advisory  Committee  Management  Office. 
Issued  at  Washington,  O.C.,  on  March  20, 

1981. 

Georgia  Hildreth, 

Deputy  Advisory  Committee  Management 

Officer. 

|FR  Doc.  9227  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

[Docket  No.  ERA-FC-80-028;  CFC  Case  No. 
61008-9049-01-12] 

BASF  Wyandotte  Corp.;  Order 
Granting  Exemptions 

AGENCY:  Economic  Regulatory 
Adminstration,  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Order  granting  exemptions  from 
the  prohibitions  of  the  Powerplant  and 
Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978. 

SUMMARY:  On  July  14, 1980,  BASF 
Wyandotte  Corporation  (PWC)  filed  a 
petition  with  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  seeking  a  permanent 
exemption  for  a  new  major  fuel  burning 
installation  (MFBI)  from  the  provisons  of 
the  Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel  Use 
Act  of  1978  (42  U.S.C.  8301  et  seq.)  (FUA 
or  the  Act),  which  prohibit  the  use  of 
petroleum  or  natural  gas  as  a  primary 
energy  source  in  certain  new  MFBI’s. 
Rules  setting  forth  the  procedure  for 
petitioning  and  the  criteria  for 
exemptions  from  the  prohibitions  of 
FUA  are  contained  at  10  CFR  Parts  501 
and  503  (45  FR  38276,  June  6, 1980). 

PWC  requested  a  permanent  fuels 
mixture  exemption  to  burn  petroleum  or 
natural  gas  in  a  mixture  with  industrial 
waste  gas  in  a  307  million  BTU’s  per 
hour  boiler  to  be  installed  at  BWC’s 
Geismar,  Louisiana,  facility. 

Pursuant  to  section  212(d)  of  the  Act, 
and  subject  to  specified  terms  and 
conditions  stated  herein,  ERA  hereby 
issues  this  order  granting  a  permanent 
fuels  mixture  exemption  to  BWC  to 
permit  the  use  of  petroleum  (No.  6  oil)  or 
natural  gas  in  a  mixture  with  industrial 
waste  gas.  As  specified  in  the  terms  and 
conditions,  the  amount  of  petroleum  or 
natural  gas  used  in  the  exempted  unit 
shall  not  exceed  25  percent  of  the  total 


annual  BTU  heat  input  of  the  primary 
energy  sources  used  in  the  unit. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ellen  Russell,  Case  Manager,  New  MFBI 
Branch,  Office  of  Fuels  Conversion, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
2000  M  Street,  NW.,  Room  3128, 
Washington,  DC  20461,  (202)  653-4477. 
Douglas  F.  Mitchell,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Department  of 
Energy,  1000  Independence  Avenue, 
SW,  Forrestal  Building,  Room  6B-178, 
Washington,  DC  20585,  (202)  252-296 7 
The  public  file  containing  a  copy  of  all 
documents  and  supporting  materials  on 
this  proceeding  is  available  for 
inspection  upon  request  at:  ERA,  Room 
B-110,  2000  M  Street,  NW.  Washington, 
DC,  Monday  through  Friday,  8:00  a.m.- 
4:30  p.m. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  its 

petition  for  a  permanent  fuels  mixture 
exemption  for  the  307  million  BTU  per 
hour  field-erected  boiler,  BWC  certified 
that  the  unit  would  not  burn  more  than 
25  percent  petroleum  or  natural  gas  in  a 
mixture  with  industrial  waste  gas 
(classified  alternate  fuels  by  ERA). 

In  accordance  with  the  procedural 
requirements  of  FUA  and  FRA’s 
regulations.  ERA  accepted  BWC’s 
petition  and  published  notice  of  its 
acceptance  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  12, 1980  (45  FR  60486).  The 
Notice  of  Acceptance  provided  a  45-day 
public  comment  period  during  which 
interested  persons  could  submit  written 
comments  on  the  petition  for  exemption 
and  could  request  that  a  public  hearing 
be  convened.  This  period  expired  on 
October  27, 1980.  No  comments  were 
received,  nor  was  a  public  hearing 
requested. 

ERA’s  staff  reviewed  the  information 
contained  in  the  record  of  this 
proceeding  and  prepared  a  Tentative 
Staff  Analysis  dated  February  23,  1981, 
which  recommended  that  ERA  grant  a 
permanent  fuels  mixture  exemption  to 
BWC  permitting  the  use  of  a  mixture  of 
petroleum  or  natural  gas  and  industrial 
waste  gases  in  the  boiler,  provided  that 
the  amount  of  petroleum  or  natural  gas 
used  in  the  unit  not  exceed  25  percent  of 
the  total  annual  BTU  heat  input  of  the 
primary  energy  source  used  in  the  unit. 

A  Notice  of  the  Availablilty  of  the 
Tentative  Staff  Analysis  on  BWC’s 
petition  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  27, 1981  at  46  FR 
14378.  In  that  notice  a  14-day  period  was 
provided  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  written  comments  on  the 
Tentative  Staff  Analysis  or  to  request  a 
public  hearing.  No  comments  were 
received,  nor  was  a  public  hearing 
requested. 


As  required  by  section  701(f)  and  (g) 
of  the  Act,  ERA  provided  copies  of 
BWC’s  petition  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  and  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  for  their  comments. 

No  comments  have  been  received  from 
either  agency. 

ERA  has  determined  that  BWC  has 
satisfied  the  requirements  of  10  CFR 
§  503.38(c).  Accordingly,  pursuant  to 
section  212(d)  of  FUA,  and  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  stated  below.  ERA 
hereby  grants  BWC  a  permanent  fuels 
mixture  exemption  to  use  a  mixture  of 
industrial  waste  gas  and  natural  gas  or 
petroleum  in  the  new  boiler  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  25  percent  of  the 
total  annual  Btu  heat  input  of  the 
primary  energy  sources  used  in  the 
boiler. 

Terms  and  Conditions 

Section  214(a)  of  the  Act  gives  ERA 
the  authority  to  attach  terms  and 
conditions  to  any  order  granting  an 
exemption.  Accordingly,  this  order  is 
granted  subject  to  the  following  terms 
and  conditions: 

1.  The  quality  of  any  petroleum  to  be 
burned  in  the  unit  will  be  of  the  lowest 
grade  available,  which  is  technically 
feasible,  and  capable  of  being  burned 
consistent  with  applicable 
environmental  requirements. 

2.  The  amount  of  natural  gas  or 
petroleum  used  in  BWC's  new  boiler 
shall  not  exceed  25  percent  of  the  total 
annual  Btu  heat  input  of  the  primary 
energy  source  of  the  unit. 

3.  In  accordance  with  the  reporting 
requirement  in  10  CFR  503.38(g)  BWC 
shall  submit  an  annual  report  to  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA),  Case  Control  Unit  (Fuel  Use  Act), 
Box  4629,  Room  3214,  2000  M  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  each  year 
on  the  anniversary  of  the  boiler  being 
placed  in  service  containing  the 
following:  A  certified  statement  of  the 
percentage  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum 
used  in  the  boiler,  including  an 
identification  of  the  actual  quantities  of 
natural  gas,  petroleum  and  waste  gases 
used,  as  well  as  the  higher  heating  value 
of  those  fuels.  The  following  format 
shall  be  used: 


Fuel  type 


Amount  used  BTU 
(MCF/bbls)  equivalent 


Percent  of 
annual  fuel 
consumption 


Industrial  waste  gases. 

Petroleum _ _ 

Natural  gas _ 
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On  August  11, 1980,  DOE  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (45  FR  53199)  a 
notice  of  proposed  amendments  to  the 
guidelines  for  compliance  with  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1979  (NEPA).  The  grant  or  denial  of  a 
permanent  fuels  mixture  exemption 
under  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  503.38(c) 
has  been  identified  as  an  action  which 
normally  does  not  require  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  or  an 
Environmental  Assessment  (categorical 
exclusion).  This  classification  raises  a 
rebuttable  presumption  that  the  grant  or 
denial  of  the  exemption  will  not 
significantly  effect  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.  BWC  provided,  as 
a  part  of  its  petition,  a  duly  executed 
certification  stating  that  prior  to 
operating  the  boiler  under  the  requested 
exemption  it  will  secure  all  applicable 
environmental  permits  and  approvals. 
The  completed  Environmental  Checklist 
submitted  by  BWC  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  503.5(b)  has  been  reviewed  by  DOE’s 
Office  of  Environment,  with  consultation 
from  the  Office  of  the  General  Counsel. 
BWC  responses  to  the  questions 
contained  therein  indicate  that  the 
operations  of  the  boiler  will  have  no 
impact  on  those  areas  regulated  by 
specified  laws  that  impose  consultation 
requirements  on  DOE,  and  otherwise 
affirms  the  applicability  of  the 
categorical  exclusion  to  this  FUA  action. 
ERA  has  not  received  any  public 
comments  relating  to  this  action  which 
raise  a  substantial  question  regarding 
the  categorical  exclusion  in  this  case. 
Therefore,  no  additional  environmental 
review  is  deemed  to  be  required. 

Effective  Date  of  Order 

The  exemption  granted  by  this  order 
shall  become  effective  on  May  26, 1981. 

Judicial  Review 

Pursuant  to  section  702(c)  of  the  Act, 
any  person  aggrieved  by  this  order  may 
at  any  time  before  (60  days  after 
publication)  may  petition  for  judicial 
review  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  outlined  in  10  CFR  §  501.69. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  19, 
1981. 

Robert  L.  Davies, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Fuels 
Conversion,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9217  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Project  Nos.  4015-000;  4019-000] 

Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Co.,  and 
Arkansas  Electric  Cooperative  Corp.; 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

March  19, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  Arkansas  Power 
and  Light  Company  (AP&L)  filed  on 
January  11, 1981,  and  the  Arkansas 
Electric  Cooperative  Corporation  (AEC) 
filed  on  January,  16, 1981,  competing 
applications  [pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for 
preliminary  permits  for  a  proposed 
hydroelectric  power  project  that  would 
be  known  as  the  Lock  and  Dam  No.  2 
Project,  FERC  Project  Nos.  4015  and 
4019,  respectively.  The  proposed  project 
is  located  on  the  White  River  in 
Independence  County,  Arkansas.  The 
applications  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Arkansas  Power  and  Light  Company, 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  W.  Henry 
Jones;  Manager,  Civil  Engineering; 
Arkansas  Power  and  Light  Company; 
Post  Office  Box  551;  Little  Rock, 
Arkansas  72203.  Correspondence  with 
the  Arkansas  Electric  Cooperative 
Corporation,  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Louis  Fish,  Assistant  General  Manager; 
Arkansas  Electric  Cooperative 
Corporation;  8000  Scott  Hamilton  Drive; 
Little  Rock,  Arkansas  72209.  Any  person 
who  wishes  to  file  a  response  to  this 
notice  should  read  the  entire  notice  and 
must  comply  with  the  requirements 
specified  for  the  particular  kind  of 
response  that  person  wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  No.  4015  would  consist  of:  (1)  the 
existing  Lock  and  Dam  No.  2  (the  dam  is 
31  feet  high  and  has  a  crest  length  of  658 
feet  and  the  lock  is  147  feet  long  and  36 
feet  wide);  (2)  a  reservoir  of  negligible 
storage  capacity;  (3)  a  new  powerhouse, 
adjacent  to  Lock  No.  2,  having  a 
generating  capacity  of  8,400  kW;  (4)  a 
new  switchyard;  (5)  a  new  transmission 
line;  and  (6)  appurtenant  facilities.  AP&L 
estimates  that  the  average  annual 
energy  output  would  be  48,000,000  kWh. 
The  proposed  Project  No.  4019  would 
utilize  the  same  lock  and  Dam  No.  2  and 
its  reservoir,  and  would  also  include  a 
new  powerhouse  adjacent  to  Lock  No.  2 
having  a  generating  capacity  of  15,000 
kW.  AEC  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  output  would  be 
80,000,000  kWh.  The  owner  of  Lock  and 
Dam  No.  2  is  the  White  River 


Investment  Corporation. 

Purpose  of  Project — AP&L  proposes  to 
utilize  a  portion  of  the  energy  generated 
and  sell  the  remainder  to  the  AEC  and 
local  municipalities.  AEC  proposes  to 
utilize  all  the  energy  generated  for  the 
benefit  of  it’s  members. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
Under  Permit — AP&L  seeks  issuance  of 
a  preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  two 
years  and  AEC  seeks  issuance  for  a 
period  of  three  years.  Both  Applicants 
would  investigate  project  design 
alternatives,  financial  feasibility, 
environmental  effects  of  project 
construction  and  operation,  project 
power  potential,  and  all  information 
necessary  for  inclusion  in  an  application 
for  a  license.  AP&L  estimates  the  cost  of 
the  studies  under  the  preliminary  permit 
to  be  between  $20,000  and  $50,000  and 
AEC  estimated  the  cost  to  be  between 
$38,000  and  $80,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  applications 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  each 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  respective  Applicant.) 
Comments  should  be  confined  to 
substantive  issues  relevant  to  the 
issuance  of  a  permit  and  consistent  with 
the  purpose  of  a  permit  as  described  in 
this  notice.  No  other  formal  request  for 
comments  will  be  made.  If  an  agency 
does  not  file  comments  within  the  time 
set  below,  it  will  be  presumed  to  have 
no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  May  26, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than  July 
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27, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33  (b) 
and  (c)  (1980).  A  competing  application 
must  conform  with  the  requirements  of 
18  CFR  4.33  (a)  and  (b)  (1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  these 
applications  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  May  26, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4015  and/or  4019.  Any 
comments,  notices  of  intent,  competing 
applications  protests,  or  petitions  to 
intervene  must  be  filed  by  providing  the 
original  and  those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  208,  400  First  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|I'R  Dm:.  81-91111  Fili-tl  3-25-81;  8:45  iim| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4038-000] 

Cities  of  Oglesby  and  Ladd,  ill.; 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

March  19, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  Cities  of  Oglesby 
and  Ladd,  Illinois  (Applicants)  filed  on 
January  21, 1981,  a  joint  application  for 
preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S:C.  791(a)- 
825(r)]  for  proposed  Project  No.  4038  to 
be  known  as  the  Starved  Rock  Lock  and 
Dam  located  on  the  Illinois  River  in  La 
Salle  County,  Illinois.  The  application  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Honorable  Harry 
A.  Volant,  Mayor  of  Ladd,  Main  Stret, 
Ladd,  Illinois  61329;  Honorable  Alan 
Pittman,  Mayor  of  Oglesby,  P.O.  Box  10, 
Oglesby,  Illinois  61348.  Any  person  who 
wishes  to  file  a  response  to  this  notice 
should  read  the  entire  notice  and  must 
comply  with  the  requirements  specified 
for  the  particular  kind  of  response  that 
person  wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  the  existing  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers’  Starved  Rock 
Lock  and  Dam.  The  proposed  project 
would  consist  of:  (1)  a  proposed 
powerhouse  containing  five  generating 
units  with  a  total  installed  capacity  of  9 
MW;  and  (2)  appurtenant  facilities.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  output  would  be  39.42 
GWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — The  Applicants 
propose  to  utilize  the  power  output 
generated  within  their  respective  cities. 
Any  excess  power  would  likely  be  sold 
to  the  Illinois  Power  Company. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
Under  Permit — Applicant  seeks 
issuance  of  a  preliminary  permit  for  a 
period  of  24  months,  during  which  time 
Applicant  would  accomplish 
hydrological,  engineering, 
environmental,  and  economic  feasibility 
studies  on  the  project  and  prepare  an 
application  for  FERC  license.  Applicant 
estimates  cost  of  studies  under  its 
permit  would  be  approximately  $55,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 


Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  Mitchell  Energy  Company 
Project  No.  3568  filed  on  October  14, 

1980,  under  18  CFR  (1980),  and, 
therefore,  no  further  competing 
applications  or  notices  of  intent  to  file  a 
competing  application  will  be  accepted 
for  filing. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  April  16, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
"PROTEST",  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  a  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4038.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission's  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
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Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Room  208  RB  Building, 

Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of  any 
petition  to  intervene  must  also  be  served 
upon  each  representative  of  the 
Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9117  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RP80-146-001] 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

March  19, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Columbia) 
on  March  13, 1981  tendered  for  filing  the 
following  revised  tariff  sheets  to  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff: 

Original  Volume  No.  1 

Seventieth  Revised  Sheet  No.  16 
Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  16A 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  16B 

Original  Volume  No.  2 

Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  693 

Columbia  states  that  the  foregoing 
tariff  sheets  to  Original  Volume  No.  1 
are  necessary  in  order  to  place  into 
effect  on  April  1, 1981,  which  is  the  end 
of  the  suspension  period,  rates  which 
comply  with  the  conditions  set  forth  in 
ordering  Paragraph  (E)  of  the 
Commission’s  suspension  order  herein 
of  October  30, 1980.  Columbia’s  filing  is 
on  file  and  subject  to  inspection  in  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Information. 

Columbia  further  states  that  substitute 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  693  to  its 
Original  Volume  No.  2  is  being  reissued 
to  reflect  an  effective  date  of  April  1, 
1981. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
the  Company’s  jurisdictional  customers, 
interested  state  commissions  and  to 
each  of  the  parties  set  forth  on  the 
official  service  list  in  this  proceeding. 

•  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  Union 
Center  Plaza  Building,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  April  3, 1981.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 


protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9118  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RP80-145-001] 

Columbia  Gulf  Transmission  Co.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

March  19, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Columbia  Gulf 
Transmission  Company  (Columbia  Gulf) 
on  March  13, 1981  tendered  for  filing  the 
following  revised  tariff  sheets  to  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff  to  become  effective 
April  1, 1981: 

Original  Volume  No.  1 

First  Substitute  Twenty-Sixth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  7 

Original  Volume  No.  2 

Substitute  Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  72 
Substitute  Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  73 
Substitute  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  92 
Substitute  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  93 
Substitute  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  126 
Substitute  Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  145 
Substitute  Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  146 
Substitute  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  263 
Substitute  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  320 
Substitute  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  337 
Substitute  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  386 
Substitute  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  387 
Substitute  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  416 
Substitute  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  417 
Substitute  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  440 
Substitute  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  484 
Substitute  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  493 
Substitute  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  567 
Substitute  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  596 
Substitute  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  628 
Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  663 
Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  677 
Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  702 
Substitute  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  750 
Substitute  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  820 
Substitute  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  821 
Substitute  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  848 
Substitute  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  849 
Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  937 
Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  1052 
Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  1097 
Columbia  Gulf  states  that  such  tariff 
sheets  are  necessary  to  place  its  rates 
suspended  by  Commission  Order  issued 
October  30, 1980  in  this  proceeding  into 
effect  at  the  end  of  the  prescribed 
suspension  period  and  to  consolidate 
proceedings  herein  with  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  RP80-146.  The  rates 


contained  in  the  subject  tariff  sheets  to 
give  effect  to  (1)  the  elimination  of  all 
costs  associated  with  facilities  which 
will  not  be  in  service  by  February  28, 
1981;  and  (2)  to  give  effect  to  change  in 
its  Account  282 — Accumulated  Deferred 
Income  Taxes  resulting  from  Internal 
Revenue  Service  Refund  pursuant  to 
Article  VI  B  of  the  Approved  Stipulation 
and  Agreement  at  Docket  No.  RP76-94 
et.  al. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
all  of  Columbia  Gulfs  jurisdictional 
customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  Union 
Center  Plaza  Building,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  April  3, 1981.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9119  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4194-000] 

Indiana  Municipal  Power  Agency; 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

March  19, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Indiana  Municipal 
Power  Agency  (Applicant)  filed  on 
February  13, 1981,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825{r)]  for  proposed  Project  No.  4194  to 
be  known  as  Brookville  Waterpower 
Project  located  on  the  East  Fork 
Whitewater  River  in  Franklin  County, 
Indiana.  The  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection.  Correspondence  with 
the  Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Frank  R.  Rudolph,  Chairman,  Indiana 
Municipal  Power  Agency,  5920 
Castleway  West  Drive,  Indianapolis, 
Indiana  46250.  Any  person  who  wishes 
to  file  a  response  to  this  notice  should 
read  the  entire  notice  and  must  comply 
with  the  requirements  specified  for  the 
particular  kind  of  response  that  person 
wishes  to  file. 
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Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  an  existing  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers’  dam  and 
reservoir  and  the  Applicant’s  facilities 
would  be  located  mostly  on  U.S.  lands. 
The  proposed  project  would  consist  of: 
(1)  an  existing  outlet  conduit  to  be 
reinforced  with  a  new  steel  liner;  (2)  a 
proposed  penstock;  (3)  a  proposed 
powerhouse  containing  generating  units 
with  a  total  installed  capacity  of  9.5 
MW;  (4)  a  proposed  tailrace  channel 
which  would  connect  with  the  existing 
outlet  channel;  (5)  proposed 
Transmission  lines;  and  (6)  appurtenant 
facilities.  The  Applicant  estimates  that 
the  average  annual  energy  output  would 
be  25,800  MWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — The  power 
generated  by  the  proposed  project 
would  be  sold  by  the  Applicant  to  his 
customers. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
Under  Permit — Applicant  has  requested 
a  36  month  permit  to  prepare  a  definitive 
project  report,  including  preliminary 
design  and  economic  feasibility  studies, 
and  soil  and  foundation  data.  The  cost 
of  the  aforementioned  activities  along 
with  obtaining  agreements  with  other 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies  is 
estimated  to  be  $290,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Application — This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  Continental  Hydro 
Corporation  Project  No.  3393  filed  on 
August  27, 1980,  under  18  CFR  4.33 
(1980),  and,  therefore,  no  further 
competing  applications  or  notices  of 


intent  to  file  a  competing  application 
will  be  accepted  for  filing. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  April  16, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  commerlts,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  a  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4194.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Room  208  RB  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of  any  petition  to 
intervene  msut  also  be  served  upon  each 
representative  of  the  Applicant  specified 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  this  notice. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9120  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-181-000] 

Bangor  Hydro-Electric  Co.;  Electric 
Rates:  Suspension;  Denial  of  Rejection 
and  Waiver;  Summary  Disposition; 
Intervention 

Issued  March  19. 1981. 

Before  Commissioners:  Georgiana 
Sheldon,  Acting  Chairman;  Matthew 


Holden,  Jr.,  George  R.  Hall  and  J.  David 
Hughes. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing,  and 
Suspending  Proposing  Rates,  Denying 
Motion  To  Reject,  Denying  Waiver  of 
Notice,  Granting  Summary  Disposition, 
Granting  Intervention,  and  Establishing 
Procedures 

Background 

On  December  22, 1980,  as  completed 
on  January  22, 1981, 1  Bangor  Hydro- 
Electric  Company  (Bangor)  filed  a 
proposed  increase  in  firm  power  rates  to 
five  wholesale  customers.2  The 
proposed  rates  would  increase  Bangor’s 
revenues  by  approximately  $194,136,  or 
16%.  based  on  a  twelve-month  test 
period  ending  December  31, 1979. 3 
Bangor  requests  an  effective  date  of 
February  26, 1981,  for  the  revised  rates. 

Notice  of  Bangor’s  submittal  was 
issued  on  December  31, 1980,  with 
protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  due  on 
or  before  January  15, 1981.  On  January 
15, 1981,  Eastern  Maine  Electric 
Cooperative  Inc.  (Eastern  Maine)  filed  a 
protest,  petition  to  intervene,  and  * 

motion  to  reject  or,  in  the  alternative,  for 
a  five-month  suspension.  In  support  of 
its  motion  to  reject,  Eastern  Maine 
asserted  that  Bangor’s  filing  was 
deficient  in  a  number  of  respects 
relating  to  demand  and  energy 
allocation.4 

Eastern  Maine  also  raised  a  number 
of  issues  regarding  calculation  of  cash 
working  capital,  the  inclusion  of  PURPA 
expenses  and  other  items  in  rate  base, 
Bangor’s  capital  structure  and  requested 
return  on  common  equity,  and  other  cost 
of  service  issues  which,  according  to 
Eastern  Maine,  warrant  a  five-month 
suspension  of  the  proposed  rates.  On 
January  23, 1981,  Lubec  Water  and 
Electric  District  (Lubec)  filed  a  late 
protest  and  petition  to  intervene  which 
adopted  in  its  entirety  the  petition 
submitted  by  Eastern  Maine. 


’Bangor's  submittal  was  not  completed  until 
January  22, 1981,  when  Bangor  filed  additional 
information  in  response  to  a  deficiency  letter  of 
January  14, 1981. 

2The  customers  are  Stonington  and  Deer  Isle 
Power  and  Light  Company,  Labec  Water  and 
Electric  District,  Union  River  Electric  Cooperative. 
Inc.,  Eastern  Maine  Electric  Cooperative,  and 
Swan's  Island  Electric  Cooperative.  See  Attachment 
for  A  for  rate  schedule  designations. 

*The  proposed  rates,  inter  alia,  would  increase 
the  demand  charge  from  $4.15  to  $7.00  per  kW. 
change  the  energy  charge  from  $.009  to  $.0846  per 
kWh.  and  increase  the  minimum  monthly  charge 
from  $311.25  to  $525.00. 

’Eastern  Maine  states  that  it  did  not  have 
sufficient  time  to  determine  whether  additional 
information  submitted  by  Bangor  immediately  prior 
to  Eastern  Maine's  pleading  would  cure  the 
deficiencies  in  Bangor's  filing. 
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On  January  30, 1981,  Bangor  filed  a 
response  to  Eastern  Maine’s  petition,  in 
which  Bangor  asserts  that  its  original 
filing  complied  with  the  Commission’s 
abbreviated  filing  requirements,  and 
thus  that  its  rates  should  be  permitted  to 
become  effective  sixty  days  after  the 
date  of  its  original  tender.5  In  the 
alternative,  Bangor  requests  a  minimum 
suspension  period  for  the  proposed  rates 
and  any  waiver  of  notice  necessary  to 
maintain  its  originally  requested 
effective  date  of  February  26, 1981. 

Discussion 

In  its  late  petition  to  intervene,  Lubec 
alleges  that  as  a  wholesale  customer  of 
Bangor  it  will  be  directly  and  adversely 
affected  by  the  proposed  rate  increase, 
and  that  its  interest  will  not  be 
adequately  represented  by  any  other 
party  to  this  proceeding.  Although 
Lubec’s  petition  was  untimely  filed,  it 
will  not  delay  this  proceeding  or 
prejudice  the  rights  of  any  other  party  to 
permit  Lubec's  intervention.  The 
Commission  finds  that  participation  in 
this  proceeding  by  Lubec,  as  well  as 
Eastern  Maine,  is  in  the  public  interest, 
and  that  good  cause  exists  to  grant 
Lubec’s  late  petition  to  intervene. 
Accordingly,  Lubec  and  Eastern  Maine, 
will  be  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding. 

Bangor’s  filing  as  completed  in 
accordance  with  the  regulations  on 
January  22, 1981,  substantially  complies 
with  the  Commission’s  filing 
requirements.6 Therefore,  we  shall  deny 
Eastern  Maine’s  motion  to  reject  the 
filing.  Since  the  Commission  does  not 
find  that  good  cause  exists  to  waive  the 
notice  requirements,  we  shall  also  deny 
Bangor's  request  for  waiver. 

The  inclusion  of  costs  related  to 
PURPA  reporting  requirements  in 
Bangor's  wholesale  cost  of  service  is 
prohibited  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations,  and  therefore  will  be 
summarily  rejected.7  In  addition,  as 
pointed  out  by  Eastern  Maine,  Bangor 
has  included  in  its  rate  base  the 
unamortized  portion  of  its  investment  in 
two  cancelled  nuclear  generating  plants 
which  were  to  have  been  built  by  New 
England  Power  Company  (NEP).  In  New 
England  Power  Co.,  Opinion  Nos.  49  and 
49-A,  issued  July  19, 1979,  and  March  26, 
1980,  the  Commission  declined  to  permit 
NEP  to  reflect  such  a  rate  base  inclusion 
for  cancelled  facilities.  In  subsequent 


'On  February  5. 1981,  Eastern  Maine  and  Lubec 
filed  a  reply  to  Bangor's  response.  That  pleading 
would  not  suggest  determinations  other  than 
expressed  herein. 

‘See  Municipal  Light  Boards  of  Reading  and 
Wakefield.  Massachusetts  v.  FRG.  450  F.  2d  1341 
(D.C.  Cir.  1971). 

’See  18  CFR  290.104. 


suspension  orders  involving  NEP,  we 
have  summarily  rejected  the  company’s 
requested  rate  base  treatment.8 
Consistent  with  our  resolution  of  this 
issue  with  respect  to  NEP’s  treatment  of 
the  same  facilities,  we  shall  summarily 
reject  Bangor’s  rate  base  inclusion  of  the 
unamortized  balance  of  its  write-off. 
However,  in  light  of  the  minimal  impact 
on  total  revenue  requirements  of  the  two 
summary  dispositions  required  by  this 
order,  Bangor  will  not  be  required 
immediately  to  refile  its  cost  of  service 
and  rates  to  reflect  the  rejection  of  these 
items.  Nonetheless,  these  adjustments 
must  be  reflected  in  the  final  compliance 
cost  of  service  upon  which  the  rates  in 
this  proceeding  will  ultimately  be  based. 
The  Commission  finds  that  the 
remaining  issues  raised  by  Eastern 
Maine  and  Lubec  are  appropriate  issues 
for  further  consideration  in  the 
evidentiary  hearing  ordered  below. 

Our  analysis  indicates  that  Bangor’s 
proposed  rates  have  not  been  shown  to 
be  just  and  reasonable  and  may  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful.  Accordingly,  we 
shall  accept  the  proposed  rates  for  filing, 
as  modified  by  summary  disposition, 
and  suspend  them  as  ordered  below. 

In  a  number  of  suspension  orders, 9  we 
have  addressed  the  considerations 
underlying  the  Commission’s  policy 
regarding  rate  suspensions.  For  the 
reasons  given  there,  we  have  concluded 
that  rate  filings  should  generally  be 
suspended  for  the  maximum  period 
permitted  by  statute  where  preliminary 
study  leads  the  Commission  to  believe 
that  the  filing  may  be  unjust  and 
unreasonable  or  that  it  may  run  afoul  of 
other  statutory  standards.  We  have 
acknowledged,  however,  that  shorter 
suspensions  may  be  warranted  in 
circumstances  where  suspension  for  the 
maximum  period  may  lead  to  harsh  and 
inequitable  results.  Such  circumstances 
have  been  presented  here.  The 
Commission  notes  that  while  a  number 
of  substantive  issues  have  been  raised 
by  the  intervenors,  our  analysis 
indicates  that  the  proposed  rates  may 
not  produce  excessive  revenues.  Thus, 
we  do  not  believe  that  a  maximum 
suspension  is  necessary  or  appropriate. 
A  nominal  suspension  and  a  refund 
obligation  should  provide  adequate 
protection  to  the  affected  customers 


8  See  New  England  Power  Co.,  Docket  Nos.  ER81- 
70-000,  ER81-71-000  (December  30, 1980);  New 
England  Power  Co.,  Docket  Nos.  ER80-66,  et  al. 
(December  31, 1979). 

9E.g„  Boston  Edison  Co.,  Docket  No.  ER80-508 
(August  29, 1980)  (five  month  suspension);  Alabama 
Power  Co.,  day  suspension);  Cleveland  Electric 
Illumination  Co.,  Docket  No.  ER80-488  (August  22, 
1980)  (one  day  suspension). 


pending  the  outcome  of  a  hearing. 
Accordingly,  we  shall  exercise  our 
discretion  to  suspend  the  rates  for  only 
one  day  from  60  days  after  completion 
of  the  filing,  permitting  the  rates  to  take 
effect  subject  to  refund  thereafter  on 
March  25, 1981. 

The  Commission  orders 

(A)  Eastern  Maine’s  motion  to  reject 
Bangor’s  filing  is  hereby  denied. 

(B)  Bangor's  request  for  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  is 
hereby  denied. 

(C)  Bangor’s  revised  rates  are  hereby 
accepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for 
one  day,  to  become  effective  on  March 
25, 1981,  subject  to  refund. 

(D)  Bangor’s  inclusion  of  costs  related 
to  PURPA  reporting  requirements  in  its 
jurisdictional  cost  of  service  and 
Bangor’s  rate  base  inclusion  of  the 
unamortized  balance  of  its  investment  in 
cancelled  nuclear  facilities  are  hereby 
rejected.  Such  summary  dispositions 
shall  be  reflected  in  any  compliance  cost 
of  service  upon  which  rates  in  this 
proceeding  are  ultimately  based. 

(E)  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in,  and  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
section  402(a)  of  the  DOE  Act  and  by  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  particularly  sections 
205  and  206  thereof,  and  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act  [18  CFR,  Chapter  I 
(1979)],  a  public  hearing  shall  be  held 
concerning  the  justness  and 
reasonableness  of  Bangor’s  rates. 

(F)  Lubec’s  and  Eastern  Maine’s 
petitions  to  intervene  are  hereby  granted 
subject  to  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commission;  Provided  however,  that 
participation  by  the  intervenors  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  set  forth  in  their 
petitions  to  intervene;  and  Provided, 
further,  that  the  admission  of  the 
intervenors  shall  not  be  construed  as 
recognition  by  the  Commission  that  they 
might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order 
or  orders  by  the  Commission  entered  in 
this  proceeding. 

(G)  A  presiding  administrative  law 
judge,  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  shall 
convene  a  conference  in  this  proceeding 
to  be  held  within  approximately  fifteen 
(15)  days  of  the  issuance  of  this  order  in 
a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  Such  conference  shall  be  held  for 
purposes  of  expediting  discovery,'' 
establishing  a  procedural  schedule, 
including  submittal  of  a  case-in-chief  by 
Bangor,  and  pursuing  other  appropriate 
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matters.  The  designated  law  judge  is 
authorized  to  establish  procedural  dates, 
and  to  rule  on  all  motions  (except 
motions  to  consolidate  or  sever  and 
motions  to  dismiss),  as  provided  for  in 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(H)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Attachment  A 

Bangor  Hydro  Electric  Co.,  Docket  No.  ER81-181-000,  Rate 
Schedule  Designations 

Designations  Other  parties 

Supplement  No.  7  to  Rate  Stonington  and  Deer  Isle 
Schedule  FPC  No.  1  (Su-  Power  &  Light  Co. 
persedes  Supplement  No. 

5). 

Supplement  No.  7  to  Rate  Lubec  Water  &  Electric  Dis- 
Schedule  FPC  No.  4  (Su-  trict 
persedes  Supplement  No. 

5). 

Supplement  No.  7  to  Rate  Union  River  Co-op,  Inc. 
Schedule  FPC  No.  5  (Su¬ 
persedes  Supplement  No. 

5). 

Supplement  No.  7  to  Rate  Eastern  Maine  Electric  Co- 
Schedule  FPC  No.  7  (Su-  op,  Inc. 
persedes  Supplement  No. 

5). 

Supplement  No.  5  to  Rate  Swans  Island  Electric  Co-op, 
Schedule  FERC  No.  27  Inc. 

(Supersedes  Supplement 
No.  3). 

|FR  Doc.  81-9114  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Project  No.  4217-000] 

Mason  County  Public  Utility  District 
No.  3;  Application  for  Preliminary 
Permit 

March  19, 1981 

Take  notice  that  Mason  County  Public 
Utility  District  No.  3  (Applicant)  filed  on 
February  17, 1981,  and  application  for 
preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
-  Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825(r)]  for  proposed  Project  No.  4217  to 
be  known  as  Rock  Creek  Hydroelectric 
Project  located  on  Rock  Creek  in  Mason 
County,  Washington.  The  application  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  Dennis  E. 
Rohr,  General  Manager,  Mason  County 
PUD  No.  3,  P.O.  Box  490,  Shelton, 
Washington  98584.  Any  person  who 
wishes  to  file  a  response  to  this  notice 
should  read  the  entire  notice  and  must 
comply  with  the  requirements  specified 
for  the  particular  kind  of  response  that 
person  wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 


project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  70-foot 
long,  30-foot  high  concrete  thin  arch 
diversion  structure:  (2)  a  40-inch 
diameter,  3000-foot  long  penstock;  (3) 
and  above-ground  concrete  powerhouse 
containing  a  single  generating  unit  with 
a  rated  capacity  of  1,800  kW;  and  (4) 
appurtenant  facilities.  The  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  average  annual 
energy  output  would  be  6.1  million  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — Project  energy 
would  be  used  by  the  Applicant. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
Under  Permit — Applicant  has  requested 
a  36-month  preliminary  permit  to 
prepare  a  project  report,  including 
preliminary  designs,  and  results  of 
geological,  hydrological,  environmental 
and  economic  feasibility  studies. 
Applicant  has  indicated  that:  (a)  no  new 
roads  would  be  required  for  conducting 
the  studies;  and  (b)  no  test  pits,  borings, 
or  other  foundation  exploration  would 
be  required  during  the  preliminary 
permit  stage,  as  the  facilities  would  be 
built  on  rocky  formations.  The  cost  of 
the  above  activities,  along  with 
preparation  of  an  environmental  inpact 
report,  obtaining  agreements  with  the 
Forest  Service  and  other  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies,  preparing  a  license 
application,  conducting  final  field 
surveys  and  preparing  designs  is 
estimated  by  the  Applicant  to  be 
$90,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  May  4, 1981,  either  the  competing 


application  itself  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
file  a  competing  application.  Submission 
of  a  timely  notice  of  itent  allows  an 
interested  person  to  file  the  competing 
application  no  later  than  July  6, 1981.  A 
notice  of  intent  must  conform  with  the 
requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c) 
(1980).  A  competing  application  must 
conform  with  the  requirements  of  18 
CFR  4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980). 

Comments.  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedures,  18  CFR  §  1.8  or  §1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  May  4, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4217.  Any  comments,  notices 
of  intent,  competing  applications, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission's  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  208,  400  First  Street, 
NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
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of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9121  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4245-000] 

Municipal  Electric  Power  Association 
of  Virginia;  Application  for  Preliminary 
Permit 

March  19, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Municipal  Electric 
Power  Association  of  Virginia 
(Applicant)  filed  on  February  23, 1981, 
an  application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791{a)-825(r)]  for  proposed 
Project  No.  4245  to  be  known  as  Cave 
Run  Lake  Dam  located  on  Licking  River 
in  Bath  and  Rowan  Counties  near  Salt 
Lick  and  Farmers,  Kentucky.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  R. 

M.  Amyx,  Executive  Secretary,  MEPAV, 
311  Ironfronts,  P.O.  Box  753,  Richmond, 
VA  23206.  Any  person  who  wishes  to 
file  a  response  to  this  notice  should  read 
the  entire  notice  and  must  comply  with 
the  requirements  specified  for  the 
particular  kind  of  response  that  person 
wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  an  existing  U.S. 
Army  corps  of  Engineers’  dam  and 
reservoir.  Project  No.  4245  would  consist 
of:  (1)  a  proposed  intake  section;  (2)  a 
proposed  powerhouse  located  adjacent 
to  and  on  the  north  side  of  the  existing 
stilling  basin;  (3)  proposed  transmission 
lines;  and  (4)  appurtenant  facilities.  The 
Applicant  estimates  the  capacity  of  their 
proposed  project  to  be  15.2  MW,  and  the 
annual  energy  output  to  be  36.6  GWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — The  Applicant 
would  utilize  its  energy  within  its  own 
power  system. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
under  Permit — Applicant  has  requested 
a  36  month  permit  to  prepare  a  definitive 
project  report,  including  preliminary 
design  and  economic  feasibility  studies, 
hydrological  studies,  environmental  and 
social  studies,  and  soil  and  foundation 
data.  The  cost  of  the  aforementioned 
activities  along  with  obtaining 
agreements  with  other  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  is  estimated  to  be 
$230,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 


application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Application — This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  Eastern  States  Energy  and 
Resources,  Inc.,  Project  No.  3421  filed  on 
September  2, 1980,  under  18  CFR  (1980), 
and,  therefore,  no  further  competing 
applications  or  notices  of  intent  to  file  a 
competing  application  will  be  accepted 
for  filing. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  April  17, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
"PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4245.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 


Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Room  208  RB  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of  any  petition  to 
intervene  must  also  be  served  upon  each 
representative  of  the  Applicant  specified 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  this  notice. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9122  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  EL80-26] 

Southern  California  Edison  Co.;  Order 
Granting  Motion  to  Withdraw  Petition 
and  Terminating  Docket 

Issued  March  19, 1981 

Before  Commissioners:  Georgiana 
Sheldon,  Acting  Chairman;  Matthew 
Holden,  Jr.,  George  R.  Hall  and  J.  David 
Hughes. 

On  January  7, 1981,  the  United  States 
Department  of  the  Air  Force  (USAF) 
filed  a  motion  to  withdraw  its  prior 
pleading  in  this  docket  and  to  terminate 
the  docket.  The  proceeding  had  been 
initiated  by  the  USAF  when  it  filed  a 
motion  on  April  1, 1980,  to  compel 
Southern  California  Edison  Company 
(Edison)  to  file  with  the  Commission  a 
contract  between  the  USAF  and  Edison. 
The  USAF  also  sought  a  declaratory 
order  invalidating  certain  provisions  of 
the  contract.  Notice  of  the  motion  to 
withdraw  the  prior  pleading  was  issued 
on  January  28, 1981,  with  protests  due  by 
February  13, 1981.  No  responses  have 
been  filed. 

In  its  original  filing,  the  USAF  stated 
that  the  contract  provided  for  Edison  to 
wheel  electrical  energy  allocated  to  the 
USAF  from  the  Parker  Davis  project  of 
the  Western  Area  Power  Authority  to 
two  delivery  points  at  Edwards  Air 
Force  Base.  According  to  the  USAF,  a 
dispute  arose  as  to  the  treatment  of  this 
service  in  connection  with  the  sale  of 
electrical  energy  at  retail  by  Edison  to 
the  USAF  at  a  third  delivery  point. 
Notice  of  the  USAF’s  original  filing  was 
issued  on  April  15, 1980,  and  Edison 
filed  a  timely  petition  to  intervene  and 
answer. 

The  USAF’s  filing  of  January  7, 1981, 
states  that  the  parties  have  reached 
agreement  and  that  there  is  no  need  to 
pursue  this  matter  further.  Edison  has 
concurred  in  the  motion  to  withdraw 
and  to  terminate. 
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Discussion 

Under  §  1.11(d)(2)  of  our  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  pleading  such 
as  that  of  the  USAF,  which  is  in  the 
nature  of  a  complaint,  may  be 
withdrawn  only  upon  express 
Commission  approval.  From  the  facts 
presented  it  appears  that  the  parties  no 
longer  require  Commission  resolution  of 
their  controversy  and  that  no  interested 
party  opposes  termination  of  this 
docket.  We  therefore  find  that  good 
cause  exists  to  permit  the  USAF  to 
withdraw  its  motion  and  petition,  and 
we  shall  authorize  such  withdrawal.  The 
Commission  by  this  order  expresses  no 
opinion  as  to  the  merits  of  any 
contention  raised  in  the  pleadings. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  USAF’s  motion  to  withdraw 
its  April  1, 1980  motion  and  petition  is 
hereby  granted. 

(B)  Docket  No.  EL80-26  is  hereby 
terminated. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9115  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  Nos.  RP77-19-002  et  al.] 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.,  et  al.;  Filing 
of  Pipeline  Refund  Reports  and 
Refund  Plans 

March  19, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  pipelines  listed  in 
the  Appendix  hereto  have  submitted  to 
the  Commission  for  filing  proposed 
refund  reports  or  refund  plans.  The  date 
of  filing,  docket  number,  and  type  of 
filing  are  also  shown  on  the  Appendix. 

Any  person  wishing  to  do  so  may 
submit  comments  in  writing  concerning 
the  subject  refund  reports  and  plans.  All 
such  comments  should  be  filed  with  or 
mailed  to  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  April  3, 1981.  Copies  of  the 
respective  filings  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

Filing  Date,  Company,  Docket  No.,  and  Type 
Filing 

Jan.  15, 1981 — Transwestern  Pipeline 
Company,  RP77-19-002;  3  Reports 
Mar.  2, 1981 — Algonquin  Gas  Transmission 
Company,  RP80-72-005;  Report 


Mar.  3, 1981 — Mississippi  River  Transmission 
Corporation,  RP80-36-005;  Report 
Mar.  10, 1981 — Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation.  RP81-42-000;  Petition  and 
Plan 

|FR  Doc.  81-9123  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-38  and  ER80-121] 

West  Texas  Utilities  Co.,  Filing 

March  19, 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  February  24, 1981, 
West  Texas  Utilities  Company  ("WTU”) 
submitted  for  filing  an  unexecuted 
service  agreement  between  WTU  and 
Western  Farmers  Electric  Cooperative, 
Inc.,  providing  for  service  by  WTU  to 
the  cooperative  under  WTU’s  FERC 
Rate  Schedule  TR-1. 

WTU  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
have  been  sent  to  the  cooperative  and  to 
the  Public  Utility  Commission  of  Texas. 
WTU  proposes  to  make  the  unexecuted 
service  agreement  effective  as  of  June  5, 

1980. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  of  protest 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  April  7, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

)FR  Doc.  81-9124  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4098-000] 

The  Wisconsin  Public  Power 
Incorporated  System  and  the  City  of 
Black  River  Falls;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

March  19, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Wisconsin  Public 
Power  Incorporated  System  and  the  City 
of  Black  River  Falls  (Applicant)  filed 
jointy  on  February  2, 1981,  an 
application  for  perliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for  proposed 
Project  No.  4098  to  be  known  as  Hatfield 


Dam  located  on  the  Black  River  in 
Jackson  and  Clark  Counties,  Wisconsin. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  availalbe  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  The 
Wisconsin  Public  Power  Incorporated 
System  c/o  Richard  Olson,  P.O.  Box  927, 
Madison,  Wisconsin  53701.  Any  person 
who  wishes  to  file  a  response  to  this 
notice  should  read  the  entire  notice  and 
must  comply  with  the  requirements 
specified  for  the  particular  kind  of 
response  that  person  wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  the  exising  Hatfield 
Dam  and  Lake  Arbutus.  Project  No.  4098 
would  consist  of:  (1)  a  existing  dam  with 
a  concrete  overflow  section  having  a 
maximum  height  of  52  feet  and  total 
length  of  747  feet,  and  three 
embankment  sections  with  a  maximum 
height  of  30  feet  and  a  total  length  of 
2400  feet;  (2)  an  existing  reservoir  with  a 
surface  area  of  945  acres  at  normal 
surface  elevation  of  885  feet.  (m.s.l.J,  and 
a  storage  capacity  of  10,800  acre-ft.;  (3) 
an  existing  power  canal;  (4)  three 
existing  steel  penstocks;  (5)  an  existing 
powerhouse;  (6)  existing  transmission 
lines;  and  (7)  appurtenant  facilities. 
Applicant  estimates  the  installed 
capacity  of  the  proposed  project  to  be 
6.0  MW. 

The  Applicant  estimates  that  the 
average  annual  energy  output  would  be 
20  GHh. 

Purpose  of  Project — Energy  produced 
at  Project  No.  4098  would  be  delivered 
to  Northern  States  Power  Company  for 
credit  to  municipal  members  of 
Wisconsin  Public  Power  Incorporated  or 
the  City  of  Black  River  Falls. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
Under  Permit — Applicant  seeks 
issuance  of  a  36  month  perliminary 
permit  to  prepare  definitive  project 
reports  including  preliminary  structural 
evaluation,  preliminary  generation 
potential  and  final  project  feasibility 
assessment  that  will  include 
environmental  and  social  studies,  and 
project  impact  on  water  resources.  In 
addition,  Federal,  State,  and  local 
government  agencies  will  be  consulted 
concerning  the  environmental  effects  of 
the  project.  The  cost  of  the  studies  is 
estimated  to  be  $54,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
perliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
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proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments. — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Application. — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  May  26, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  Intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than  July 

27, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33  (b) 
and  (c)  (1980).  A  competing  application 
must  conform  with  the  requirements  of 
18  CFR  4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene. — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10.  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  May  26, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  "PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 


Project  No.  4098.  Any  comments,  notices 
of  intent,  competing  applications, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  208,  400  First  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9125  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


National  Petroleum  Council,  Air  Quality 
Task  Group  of  the  Committee  on 
Environmental  Conservation;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Air 
Quality  Task  Group  of  the  Committee  on 
Environmental  Conservation  will  meet 
in  April  and  May  1981.  The  National 
Petroleum  Council  was  established  to 
provide  advice,  information,  and 
recommendations  to  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  on  matters  relating  to  oil  and 
natural  gas  or  the  oil  and  natural  gas 
industries.  The  Committee  on 
Environmental  Conservation  will 
analyze  the  environmental  problems  of 
the  oil  and  gas  industries  and  the  impact 
of  current  environmental  control 
regulations  on  the  availability  and  costs 
of  petroleum  products  and  natural  gas. 
Its  analysis  and  findings  will  be  based 
on  information  and  data  to  be  gathered 
by  the  various  task  groups.  The  time, 
location  and  agenda  of  the  Air  Quality 
Task  Group  meetings  follows: 

The  Air  Quality  Task  Group  will  hold 
its  third  meeting  on  Wednesday,  April 

15, 1981,  starting  at  9:30  a.m.,  in  the 
Mount  Vernon  Room,  Sheraton-Carlton 
Hotel,  923  Sixteenth  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.;  and  the  fourth 
meeting  on  Wednesday,  May  20, 1981,  at 
9:30  a.m.,  in  the  Ohio  Room,  Capital 
Hilton  Hotel,  Sixteenth  and  K  Streets, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  tentative  agenda  for  the  meeting 
follows: 

1.  Discuss  Task  Group  assignments. 

2.  Review  preliminary  draft  sections  of  the 
Task  Group  report. 

3.  Discuss  any  other  matters  pertinent  to 
the  overall  assignment  of  the  Air  Quality 
Task  Group. 


The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Air  Quality  Task  Group 
is  empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in 
a  fashion  that  will,  in  his  judgment, 
facilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of 
business.  Any  member  of  the  public  who 
wishes  to  file  a  written  statement  with 
the  Air  Quality  Task  Group  will  be 
permitted  to  do  so,  either  before  or  after 
the  meeting.  Members  of  the  public  who 
wish  to  make  oral  statements  should 
inform  L.  A.  Vickers,  Office  of  Oil  and 
Natural  Gas,  Fossil  Energy,  202/633- 
8383,  prior  to  the  meeting  and 
reasonable  provision  will  be  made  for 
their  appearance  on  the  agenda. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  meeting  will 
be  available  for  public  review  at  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Public  Reading 
Room,  Room  IE-190,  DOE,  Forrestal 
Building,  1000  Independence  Avenue, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  6, 
1981. 

Roger  N.  A.  LeGassie, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Fossil  Energy. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9226  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Report  No.  B-10] 

AM  Broadcast  Applications  Accepted 
for  Filing  and  Notification  of  Cut-Off 
Date 

Released:  March  20, 1981. 

Cut-Off  Date:  April  30, 1981. 

The  Commission  has  learned  that  one 
of  the  applications  listed  as  accepted  for 
filing  on  AM  cut-off  list  B-8  (Mimeo  No. 
07040,  released  February  20, 1981)  was 
omitted  from  the  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  February  23, 1981 
(46  FR  13575). 

Therefore,  for  the  following 
applications,  the  March  30, 1981  cut-off 
date  previously  announced  is  hereby 
rescinded  and  a  new  cut-off  date 
announced.  Because  these  applications 
are  in  conflict  with  others  previously 
accepted  for  filing  and  listed  as  subject 
to  a  cut-off  date  for  conflicting 
applications,  no  application  which 
would  be  in  conflict  with  these 
applications  will  be  accepted  for  filing. 
Petitions  to  deny  these  applications 
must  be  on  file  with  the  Commission  not 
later  than  the  close  of  business  on  April 

30, 1981. 

Minor  amendments  to  these 
applications,  and  to  those  they  are  in 
conflict  with,  may  be  filed  as  a  matter  of 
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right  not  later  than  the  close  of  business 
on  April  30, 1981. 

BPI-801211AH — New  (Interim),  Beaufort, 

South  Carolina.  Ronald  J.  Prohaska  and 
Patricia  P.  Prohasaka  d.b.a.  Radio  Station 
WSIB;  Req:  1490  kHz,  250  W,  500  W-LS,  U 
BP-810206AD — New,  Beaufort,  South 
Carolina.  Bobby  S.  Merritt,  Mildred  L. 
Merritt,  Emil  H.  Klatt,  Jr.,  and  Alice  Klatt; 
Req:  1490  kHz,  250  W,  500  W-LS,  U 
BP — 810209AO — New,  Beaufort,  South 
Carolina.  William  A.  Calloway  and  Vivian 
M.  Galloway:  Req:  1490  kHz,  250  W,  500 
W-LS,  U 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

William  ].  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9146  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 

Alfred  E.  Bloch;  Order  To  Show  Cause, 
Suspension  and  Designation  Order 

In  the  Matters  of  Revocation  of 
License  of  Alfred  E.  Bloch,  5032  Oak 
Leaf  Avenue,  Carmichael,  California 
95608,  (PR  Docket  No.  81-124);  Licensee 
of  Station  KA6IVA  in  the  Amateur 
Radio  Service  and  Alfred  E.  Bloch,  5032 
Oak  Leaf  Avenue,  Carmichael, 

California  95608  (PR  Docket  No.  81-125); 
Licensee  of  Station  KAOB-7346  in  the 
Citizens  Band  Radio  Service  and 
Suspension  of  License  of  Alfred  E. 

Bloch,  5032  Oak  Leaf  Avenue, 
Carmichael,  California  95608,  (PR 
Docket  No.  81-126);  and  Novice  Class 
Amateur  Radio  Operator  License  and 
Application  of  Alfred  E.  Bloch,  5032  Oak 
Leaf  Avenue,  Carmichael,  California 
95608,  For  Technician  Class  Amateur 
Radio  Operator  License  (PR  Docket  No. 
81-127).  Order  To  Show  Cause, 
Suspension  and  Designation  Order 
designating  applications  for 
consolidated  hearing  on  stated  issues. 
Adopted:  March  9, 1981. 

Released:  March  16, 1981. 

The  Chief,  Private  Radio  Bureau,  has 
under  consideration  the  Amateur  radio 
station  license,  KA6IVA,  the  Novice 
Class  Amateur  radio  operator  license, 
and  the  Citizens  Band  radio  station 
license,  KAOB-7346,  of  Alfred  E.  Bloch. 
The  Amateur  licenses  were  issued  for  a 
five  year  term  on  January  4, 1980.  The 
CB  license  was  issued  for  a  five  year 
term  on  April  22, 1977.  Also  under 
consideration  is  Bloch’s  application  to 
upgrade  his  Novice  Class  license  to 
Technician  Class  dated  January  23, 1980. 

1.  Information  before  the  Commission 
indicates  that  on  January  23, 1980, 

Robert  G.  Harkins  appeared  at  the 
Commission’s  District  Office  in  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  submitted  an 
Application  for  Individual  Amateur 
Radio  Station  and/or  Operator  License 


(FCC  Form  610)  for  a  change  of  class  of 
operators  license  from  Novice  to  - 
Technician  Class  in  the  name  of  Alfred 
E.  Bloch.  Harkins  then  proceeded  to  take 
the  written  portion  of  the  Commission's 
examination  (Element  3)  associated  with 
that  application.  Harkins  signed  all 
associated  Commission  examination 
papers  with  Bloch’s  name  and  otherwise 
represented  to  the  Commission  that  he 
was  Bloch,  in  an  attempt  to  fraudulently 
obtain  a  Technician  Class  Amateur  * 
radio  operator  license  for  Bloch,  in 
willful  violation  of  Section  97.129  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules.1  The  information 
further  indicates  that  this  was  all  done 
with  the  agreement,  knowledge  and 
consent  of  Bloch  who  paid  Harkins  one 
hundred  dollars  ($100.00)  to  take  the 
examination  for  him. 

2.  On  January  23, 1980,  Bloch  was 
issued  an  Interim  Amateur  Permit  (FCC 
Form  660-B)  authorizing  him  Technician 
Class  privileges,  based  upon  the 
successful  completion  of  the  above 
examination.  Bloch  voluntarily  returned 
this  permit  to  Commission  authorities  on 
April  26, 1980. 

3.  On  June  8, 1978,  Bloch  was  mailed  a 
Notice  of  Violation/Notice  of  Apparent 
Liability  to  Monetary  Forfeiture  (FCC 
Form  793-L)  for  operating  his  CB  station 
KAOB-7346,  on  an  unauthorized 
frequency  (Section  95.471  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules)  and  failing  to 
identify  by  his  FCC-assigned  call  sign 
(Section  95.455(a)  of  the  Commission's 
Rules)  on  May  18, 1978.  At  the 
inspection  of  his  station  on  May  21, 

1978,  it  was  discovered  that  his  CB 
station  employed  a  non-type  accepted 
transmitter  (Section  95.641(c)(2)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules).2  Bloch  was 
assessed  a  forfeiture  of  $150.00  which  he 
paid  on  June  26, 1978. 

4.  Section  312(a)(2)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  provides  that  radio  station 
licenses  may  be  revoked  “because  of 
conditions  coming  to  the  attention  of  the 
Commission  which  would  warrant  it  in 
refusing  to  grant  a  license  ...  on  an 
original  application.  Section  312(a)(4)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  provides  that  radio  station 
licenses  may  be  revoked  for  willful 
violation  of  the  Commission’s  Rules. 
Section  303(M)(1)(F)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  provides  that  an  operator 
license  may  be  suspended  upon  proof 

1  Section  97.129  of  the  Commission's  Rules  states 
that  “|n)o  licensed  radio  operator  or  other  person 
shall  obtain  or  attempt  to  obtain,  or  assist  another 
to  obtain  or  attempt  to  obtain,  an  operator  license 
by  fraudulent  means." 

2  Part  95  of  the  Commission's  Rules  has  been 
revised  and  renumbered.  The  rules  cited  herein  are 
those  which  were  in  effect  on  the  date  of  operation. 


sufficient  to  satisfy  the  Commission  that 
the  licensee  has  obtained  or  attempted 
to  obtain  an  operator’s  license  by 
fraudulent  means.  Accordingly,  IT  IS 
ORDERED  that  Bloch  SHOW  CAUSE 
why  the  licenses  for  Amateur  radio 
station  KA6IVA  and  for  Citizens  Band 
radio  station  KAOB-7346  SHOULD  NOT 
BE  REVOKED,  and  that  Bloch’s  Novice 
Class  Amateur  radio  operator’s  license 
IS  SUSPENDED  for  the  remainder  of  the 
license  term.  The  suspension  will  be 
held  in  abeyance  if  Bloch  requests  a 
hearing  or  submits  a  written  statement 
for  consideration.3 

3.  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  that  Bloch’s 
application  for  a  Technician  Class 
Operator’s  license  is  designated  for 
hearing  on  the  issues  specified  below. 

6.  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  that  if  Bloch 
desires  a  hearing  on  the  revocation, 
suspension  and/or  application  matters, 
he  must  file  a  written  request  for  a 
hearing  within  30  days  of  his  receipt  of 
this  Order.4  5  If  a  hearing  is  requested, 
the  time,  place,  and  Presiding  Judge  will 
be  specified  by  subsequent  order. 

7.  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  that  if  Bloch 
waives  his  right  to  a  hearing  on  the 
revocation  and/or  the  suspension 
matters,  those  matters  will  be  certified 
to  the  Commission  for  administrative 
disposition  pursuant  to  Section  1.92(c)  of 
the  Rules.6  If  Bloch  does  not  file  a 
written  appearance  in  triplicate  on  the 
application  matter,  as  required  by 
Section  1.221(c),  within  30  days  of  his 
receipt  of  this  Order,  the  application  will 
be  dismissed  with  prejudice  pursuant  to 
Section  1.221(c).7 

8.  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  that  the 
revocation,  suspension,  and  application 
proceedings  are  consolidated  for  hearing 
pursuant  to  Section  1.227  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  shall  be 
resolved  upon  the  following  issues: 

(a)  To  determine  whether  Bloch 
fraudulently  obtained  or  attempted  to 
obtain  a  Technician  Class  Amateur 
radio  operators  license  in  wilful 
violation  of  Section  97.129  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

(b)  To  determine  whether  on  May  18, 
1978,  Bloch  operated  his  CB  station  in 
wilful  violation  of  Sections  95.455(a)  and 
95.471  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  (Now 
CB  Rules  30(a)  and  17(a)). 

(c)  To  determine  whether  on  May  21, 
1978,  Bloch's  CB  station  violated 

3  Any  contrary  provisions  of  Section  1.85  of  the 
Rules  are  waived. 

4  Any  contrary  provisions  of  Sections  1.85  and 
1.221(c)  of  the  Rules  are  waived. 

5  The  enclosed  form  should  be  used  to  request  or 
waive  hearing.  It  should  be  returned  to  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  Washington.  D.C. 
20554. 

6  Any  contrary  provisions  of  Section  1.85  of  the 
Rules  are  waived. 
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95.641(c)(2)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
(Now  CB  Rule  19(a)). 

(d)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  issues  (a), 
(b),  and  (c),  whether  Alfred  E.  Bloch  has 
the  requisite  qualifications  to  remain  a 
Commission  licensee. 

(e)  To  determine  whether  the  licenses 
for  Amateur  radio  station  KA6IVA  and/ 
or  Citizens  Band  radio  station  KAOB- 
7346  should  be  revoked. 

(f)  To  determine  whether  the 
suspension  order  for  Bloch’s  Novice 
Class  Amateur  radio  operator’s  license 
should  be  affirmed,  modified,  or 
dismissed. 

(g)  To  determine  whether  the  grant  of 
Bloch’s  application  for  Technician  Class 
Amateur  radio  operator’s  license  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience 
and  necessity. 

9.  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  that  the 
proceedings  in  this  case  shall  be 
consolidated  with  the  proceedings  in  the 
case  of  Robert  G.  Harkins  (PR  Docket 
Nos.  81-121,  and  81-123),  pursuant  to 
Section  1.227  of  the  Rules. 

10.  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  that  a  copy 
of  this  Order  shall  be  sent  by  Certified 
Mail — Return  Receipt  Requested  and  by 
Regular  Mail  to  the  licensee  at  his 
address  of  record  (as  shown  in  the 
caption). 

Chief,  Private  Radio  Bureau. 

Raymond  A.  Kowalski, 

Chief,  Compliance  Division. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9144  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


Flanagan,  Flanagan  and  Cross,  Inc. 
and  Columbia  Women’s  Radio  Inc.; 
Hearing  Designation  Order 

In  re  Applications  of  Flanagan, 
Flanagan  and  Cross,  Inc.,  Columbia, 
North  Carolina;  Req:  105.7  MHz, 
Channel  289, 100  kW  (H&V),  456  feet 
(BC  Docket  No.  81-162,  File  No.  BPH- 
790926AC)  and  Columbia  Women’s 
Radio.  Inc.,  Columbia,  North  Carolina; 
Req:  105.7  MHz,  Channel  289, 100  kW 
(H&V),  256  feet  (BC  Docket  No.  81-163, 
File  No.  BPH-800519AC)  for 
Construction  Permit  for  a  New  FM 
Station.  Hearing  Designation  Order 
designating  applications  for 
consolidated  hearing  on  stated  issues. 

Adopted:  March  4, 1981. 

Released:  March  17. 1981. 

By  the  Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau: 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  under 
consideration  the  above-captioned 
mutually  exclusive  applications  of 
Flanagan,  Flanagan  and  Cross,  Inc. 


(Flanagan)  and  Columbia  Women's 
Radio,  Inc.  (Columbia). 

2.  Flanagan.  Section  73.210  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  requires  that  the 
main  studio  of  an  FM  station  be  located 
within  the  city  of  license,  but  that  on  a 
showing  of  good  cause  the  main  studio 
may  be  located  outside  that  community. 
Flanagan  proposes  to  locate  its  main 
studio  10.2  miles  east  of  Columbia  on 
Highway  64.  Justification  has  not  been 
^provided  for  the  proposed  studio 
location.  Accordingly,  an  issue  will  be 
specified. 

3.  Columbia.  Analysis  of  the  financial 
data  submitted  by  Columbia  reveals  that 
$72,888.13  will  be  required  to  construct 
the  proposed  station  and  operate  for 
three  months,  itemized  as  follows: 


Equipment  down  payment .  $23,750.00 

Equipment  payments  with  interest .  8,819.63 

Land . 3,000.00 

Building . 6,000.00 

Miscellaneous .  13,500.00 

Loan  repayments .  3,568.50 

Operating  costs  (3  months) .  14,250.00 

Total .  72,888.13 


Columbia  has  shown  only  $69,000  is 
available  from  a  bank  loan  and  stock 
subscriptions  to  meet  this  requirement. 
Accordingly,  a  limited  financial  issue 
will  be  specified. 

4.  Data  submitted  by  the  applicants 
indicate  that  there  would  be  a 
significant  difference  in  the  size  of  the 
areas  and  populations  which  would 
receive  service  from  the  proposals. 
Consequently,  for  the  purpose  of 
comparison,  the  areas  and  populations 
which  would  receive  FM  service  of  1 
mV/m  or  greater  intensity,  together  with 
the  availability  of  other  primary  aural 
services  in  such  areas,  will  be 
considered  under  the  standard 
comparative  issue,  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  a  comparative 
preference  should  accrue  to  either  of  the 
applicants. 

5.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issue 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  as 
proposed.  However,  since  the  proposals 
are  mutually  exclusive,  they  must  be 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  on  the  issues  specified 
below. 

6.  Accordingly,  It  Is  Ordered,  that, 
pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  applications  Are 
Designated  for  Hearing  in  a 
Consolidated  Proceeding,  before  an 
Administrative  Law  Judge  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  the  proposal 
of  Flanagan  to  locate  its  main  studio 
outside  its  community  of  license  is  in 


compliance  with  Section  73.210  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  with  respect  to 
location  of  the  main  studio,  and  if  not, 
whether  circumstances  exist  which 
warrant  a  waiver  of  that  Section. 

2.  To  determine  with  respect  to 
Columbia: 

(a)  the  source  and  availability  of 
funds  above  the  $69,000  indicated;  and 

(b)  whether,  in  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  pursuant  to  (a)  above, 

Columbia  is  financially  qualified  to 
construct  and  operate  the  proposed 
station. 

3.  To  determine  which  of  the 
proposals  would,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  better  serve  the  public  interest. 

4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  issue,  which  of  the 
applications,  if  either,  should  be  granted. 

7.  It  is  Further  Ordered,  that,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein  shall, 
pursuant  to  Section  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission 
in  triplicate  a  written  appearance  stating 
an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed 
for  the  hearing  and  to  present  evidence 
on  the  issues  specified  in  this  Order. 

8.  It  is  Further  Ordered,  that  the 
applicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to 
Section  311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  Section 
73.3594(g)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules, 
give  notice  of  the  hearing  (either 
individually  or,  if  feasible  and 
consistent  with  the  Rules,  jointly)  within 
the  time  and  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
such  Rule,  and  shall  advise  the 
Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  Section  73.3594(g) 
of  the  Rules. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Richard  J.  Shiben, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

By: 

Larry  D.  Eads, 

Acting  Chief  Broadcast  Facilities  Division, 
Broadcast  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9145  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Interstate  Commerce  Commission  Ex 
Parte  No.  230  (Sub  No.  5)] 

Exemption  of  Joint  Through  Water/ 
Rail  Rates;  Filing  of  Petition 

Notice  is  given  that  a  petition  has 
been  filed  by  the  U.S.  Flag  Far  East 
Discussion  Agreement  members  asking 
this  Commission  to  take  action  pursuant 
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to  section  19  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1920,  (the  Act)  (4  U.S.C.  876)  with 
respect  to  the  impending  exemption  of 
joint  through  water/rail  rates 
announced  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  in  its  Ex  Parte  No.  230  (Sub 
No.  5) 

Specifically  this  Commission  is 
requested  to  take  the  following  actions: 
(1)  Pursuant  to  Section  19(l)(c)  of  the 
Act,  ask  the  ICC  to  suspend  or  annul  its 
announced  rule  in  Ex  Parte  No.  230  (Sub 
No.  5)  to  exempt  rail  and  truck  service 
provided  by  rail  carriers  in  connection 
with  trailer  on  flatcar  (TOFC)  and 
container  on  flatcar  (COFC)  service  for 
ex-water  shipments  from  the  provisions 
of  Title  49,  Subchapter  IV  of  the  U.S. 
Code,  at  least  until  the  Commission  is 
able  to  implement  an  appropriate 
regulatory  regime  covering  joint  through 
water/rail  rates;  and  (2)  If  the  ICC 
declines  to  accede  to  the  above  request, 
pursuant  to  Section  19(3)  of  the  Act,  the 
Commission  should  submit  the  facts  of 
the  matter  to  the  President  with  a 
request  to  suspend  or  annul  the  ICC 
exemption  order,  at  least  for  the  time 
needed  by  the  Commission  to  implement 
an  appropriate  regulatory  regime. 

Interested  persons  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  petition  at  the 
Washington  Office  of  the  Federal 
Martime  Commission,  1100  L  Street, 
N.W.,  Room  11101,  or  may  inspect  the 
petition  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at 
New  York,  New  York;  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana;  San  Francisco,  California; 
Chicago,  Illinois;  and  San  Juan,  Puerto 
Rico.  Interested  persons  may  submit 
comments  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573  on  or  before  April  16, 1981.  An 
original  and  fifteen  copies  of  such 
comments  shall  be  submitted  and  a  copy 
thereof  served  on  petitioner. 

By  the  Commission:  March  19, 1981. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9208  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6730-01-M 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Bank  Holding  Companies;  Notice  of 
Proposed  de  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
section  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y  (12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for 
permission  to  engage  de  novo  (or 
continue  to  engage  in  an  activity  earlier 
commenced  de  novo),  directly  or 
indirectly,  solely  in  the  activities 
indicated,  which  have  been  determined 


by  the  Board  of  Governors  to  be  closely 
related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
"reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  liew  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and,  except  as  noted,  received 
by  the  appropriate  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  not  later  than  April  19, 1981. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York 
(A.  Marshall  Puckett,  Vice  President)  33 
Liberty  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10045: 

Barclays  Bank  Limited  and  Barclays 
Bank  Internation  Limited,  London, 
England  (commercial  finance;  Southern 
California):  to  relocate  the  operations  of 
their  subsidiary,  BarclaysAmerican/ 
Business  Credit,  Inc.,  from  an  office  at 
1901  Avenue  of  the  Stars,  Los  Angeles, 
California,  to  offices  at  the  following 
three  locations:  3550  Wilshire 
Boulevard,  Los  Angeles,  California; 

18321  Ventura  Boulevard,  Tarzana, 
California;  18662  MacArthur  Boulevard, 
Irvine,  California.  The  subsidiary 
engages  in  making  secured  commercial 
loans  to  small  and  medium-sized 
businesses,  and  serves  Los  Angeles, 
Orange,  and  surrounding  counties. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago 
(Franklin  D.  Dreyer,  Vice  President)  230 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60690: 

1.  St.  Joseph  Bank  and  Trust 
Company,  South  Bend,  Indiana 
(mortgage  banking  acitivites;  Michigan): 
to  engage.through  its  indirect  subsidiary, 
St.  Joseph  Mortgage  Co.,  Inc.,  South 
Bend,  Indiana,  in  originating,  acquiring, 
selling,  and  servicing  residential, 
commercial,  and  industrial  mortgage 
loans.  These  activities  would  be 
conducted  from  an  office  in  the  vicinity 


of  3777  Sparks  Drive  S.E.,  Grand  Rapids, 
Michigan,  serving  an  area  within  a  50- 
mile  radius  of  Grand  Rapids,  Michigan. 

2.  St.  Joseph  Bank  and  Trust 
Company,  South  Bend,  Indiana 
(mortgage  banking  activities;  Michigan): 
to  engage,  through  its  indirect 
subsidiary,  St.  Joseph  Mortgage  Co.,  Inc., 
South  Bend,  Indiana,  in  originating, 
acquiring,  selling,  and  servicing 
residential,  commercial,  and  industrial 
mortgage  loans.  These  activities  would 
be  conducted  from  an  office  in  the 
vicinity  of  3715  West  Main  Street, 
Kalamazoo,  Michigan,  serving  an  area 
within  a  50-mile  radius  of  Kalamazoo, 
Michigan. 

C.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City  (Thomas  M.  Hoenig,  Assistant  Vice 
President)  925  Grand  Avenue,  Kansas, 
City,  Misouri  64198: 

Farmers  Enterprises,  Inc.,  Albert, 
Kansas  (finance  activities;  Kansas):  to 
engage  in  the  activity  of  making  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit  for  the 
account  of  its  subsidiary  bank.  This 
activity  would  be  conducted  from  an 
office  in  Great  Bend,  Kansas,  serving 
Barton  County,  Kansas.  Comments  on 
this  application  must  be  received  not 
later  than  April  24, 1981. 

D.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 

None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  20, 1981. 

)efferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9132  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Colonial  Bancorporation,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Colonial  Bancorporation,  Inc., 
Thiensville,  Wisconsin,  has  applied  for 
the  Board's  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Colonial  Bank,  Thiensville,  Wisconsin 
and  Richfield  State  Bank,  Richfield, 
Wisconsin.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on-the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  18, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
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identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  19, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9133  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Delhi  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Delhi  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Delhi,  Iowa, 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  98.2  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Delhi  Savings  Bank, 
Delhi,  Iowa.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Delhi  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Delhi,  Iowa, 
has  also  applied,  pursuant  to  section 
4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to 
acquire  Delhi  Insurance  Agency,  Delhi, 
Iowa,  and  thereby  to  engage  in  the 
activities  of  acting  as  general  insurance 
agent  in  a  town  with  a  population  of  less 
than  5,000.  These  activities  would  be 
performed  from  offices  of  Applicant’s 
subsidiary  savings  bank  in  Delhi,  Iowa, 
and  the  geographic  area  to  be  served  is 
Delhi,  Iowa,  and  its  immediate 
surrounding  area.  Such  activities  have 
been  specified  by  the  Board  in  section 
225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible 
for  bank  holding  companies,  subject  to 
Board  approval  of  individual  proposals 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
section  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 
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The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  April  18,  1981. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  19, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9134  File'd  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  Picher  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  Picher  Bancshares,  Picher, 
Oklahoma,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  Section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  at  least  80  per 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  First  State 
Bank,  Picher,  Oklahoma.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  18, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  19, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9136  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


FSB  Holding  Company,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

FSB  Holding  Company,  Inc.,  Trimont, 
Minnesota,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  83  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Farmers 
State  Bank,  Trimont,  Minnesota.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 
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The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than  April 
19, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  20, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9137  Filed  3-25-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Freeport  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Freeport  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Freeport, 
Illinois,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  percent,  less 
directors’  qualifying  shares,  of  the  voting 
shares  of  Midwest  Bank  of  Freeport, 
Freeport,  Illinois.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  19, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  20, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9138  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Metropolitan  Bancorporation; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Metropolitan  Bancorporation,  Tampa, 
Florida,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
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1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  per  cent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Avon  Securities,  Inc., 
Avon  Park,  Florida,  thereby  acquiring 
indirect  control  of  57  per  cent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Avon  Citrus  Bank, 

Avon  Park,  Florida;  and  between  28  per 
cent  to  43  per  cent  of  the  voting  shares 
of  Avon  Citrus  Bank.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  19, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  20, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doo.  81-9139  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Van  Horne  Bancshares,  Inc.; 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Van  Horne  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Van 
Horne,  Iowa,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Van  Horne  Savings 
Bank,  Van  Horne,  Iowa.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Van  Horne  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Van 
Horne,  Iowa,  has  also  applied,  pursuant 
to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
section  225.4(b)(2)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y  (12  CFR  225.4(b)(2)),  for 
permission  to  engage  in  the  activities  of 
the  sale,  as  agent,  of  general  insurance 
in  a  community  with  a  population  not 
exceeding  5,000.  These  activities  would 
be  performed  from  offices  of  Applicant’s 
subsidiary  in  Van  Horne,  Iowa,  and  the 
geographic  areas  to  be  served  are  an 
eight-mile  radius  of  Van  Horne,  Iowa. 
Such  activities  have  been  specified  by 
the  Board  in  section  225.4(a)  of 
Regulation  Y  as  permissible  for  bank 
holding  companies,  subject  to  Board 
approval  of  individual  proposals  in 


accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
section  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  April  18, 1981. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  19, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board 

1FR  Doc.  81-9140  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Bank  Holding  Company;  Notice  of 
Proposed  de  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  company  listed  in 
this  notice  has  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
section  25.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y  (12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for 
permission  to  engage  de  novo  (or 
continue  to  engage  in  an  activity  earlier 
commenced  de  novo),  directly  or 
indirectly,  solely  in  the  activities 
indicated,  which  have  been  determined 
by  the  Board  of  Governors  to  be  closely 
related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  the  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to'  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
comment  on  the  application  that 


requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  the  reasons  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
suggestions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute, 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing,  and  indicating 
how  the  party  commenting  would  be 
agrieved  by  approval  of  that  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reseve  Bank  indicated  for 
the  application.  Comments  and  requests 
for  hearing  should  identify  clearly  the 
specific  application  to  which  they  relate, 
and  should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  appropriate  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  not  later  than  April  18, 
1981. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Cleveland 
(Harry  W.  Hunning,  Vice  President)  1455 
East  Sixth  Street,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44101: 

Pittsburgh  National  Corporation, 
Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania  (insurance 
activities;  California):  to  engage  de  novo 
in  the  following  activities  through  a 
wholly-owned  subsidiary.  The  Kissell 
Company,  Springfield,  Ohio:  acting  as 
agent  for  non-affiliated  insurance 
companies  in  the  sale  or  solicitation  of 
orders  for  accident  and  health  insurance 
and  mortgage  redemption  life  insurance 
on  debtors,  in  connection  with 
mortgages  made  or  serviced  by  others  of 
The  Kissell  Company,  located 
throughout  California  and  serving  the 
State  of  California. 

B.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 

None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  19, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9142  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


FOREIGN  CLAIMS  SETTLEMENT 
COMMISSION 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Vietnam  Claims 
Program  Records  System  Notice  and 
Systems  of  Records  Annual 
Publication 

AGENCY:  Foreign  Claims  Settlement 
Commission  of  the  United  States. 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Foreign  Claims 
Settlement  Commission  (FCSC)  hereby 
publishes  for  comment  an  additional 
records  system  to  be  established  on 
April  28, 1981  and  designated  “FCSC- 
34,”  “Vietnam,  Claims  for  Losses 
Against.”  Any  person  interested  in 
commenting  on  this  system  may  do  so 
by  submitting  comments  in  writing  to 
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the  Office  of  the  Executive  Director, 
(Privacy  Officer),  Foreign  Claims 
Settlement  Commission,  llll-20th 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20579. 
Comments  must  be  submitted  on  or 
before  April  27, 1981.  This  additional 
record  system  will  be  added  to  the 
present  Privacy  Act  System  of  Records. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  system  of  records 
designated  “Vietnam  Claims  for  Losses 
Against”  shall  be  established  and 
become  effective  on  April  28, 1981  as 
published  hereinafter  unless  amended 
by  notice  published  prior  to  that  date. 

The  existing  systems  of  records  continue 
in  effect. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Karl  D.  Klauck,  Deputy  General  Counsel, 
Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission, 
llll-20th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20579;  Telephone  No.  (202)  653- 
6166. 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

Vietnam,  Claims  for  Losses  Against 

SYSTEM  LOCATION: 

Foreign  Claims  Settlement 
Commission,  1111  20th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20579. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Natural  and  Juridical  persons  who 
allege  losses  against  Vietnam. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Claim  application  form  containing 
name  and  address  of  claimant  and 
representative,  if  any;  date  and  place  of 
birth  or  naturalization:  nature  and 
amount  of  claim;  description,  ownership, 
and  value  of  the  property;  and  evidence 
to  support  claim  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  compensation. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Title  VII,  International  Claims 
Settlement  Act  of  1949,  as  amended. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Records  are  used  for  the  purpose  of 
adjudicating  claims  of  individuals; 
issuance  of  decisions  concerning 
eligibility  to  receive  compensation  under 
the  Act;  notifications  to  claimants  of 
rights  to  appeal;  and  preparation  of 
certifications  of  awards,  if  any,  to 
Treasury  Department  for  payment. 
Names  and  other  information  furnished 
by  claimants  may  be  used  for  verifying 
citizenship  status  with  INS.  The 
information  contained  in  this  system  of 
records  is  considered  by  the 
Commission  to  be  public  information 
which  may  be  disclosed  as  a  routine  use 
to  interested  persons  who  make 


inquiries  about  the  claims  program  or 
individual  claims  therein  including  but 
limited  to  members  of  Congress  or 
Congressional  staff,  staff  of  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  other  persons 
interested  in  the  work  of  the 
Commission,  and  members  of  the  news 
media. 

Law  Enforcement:  In  the  event  that  a 
system  of  records  maintained  by  FCSC 
to  carry  out  its  functions  indicates  a 
violation  or  potential  violation  of  law, 
whether  civil  or  criminal  or  regulatory  in 
nature,  and  whether  arising  by  general 
statute  or  particular  program  statute  or 
order  issued  pursuant  thereto,  the 
relevant  records  in  the  system  or 
records  may  be  referred,  as  a  routine 
use,  to  the  appropriate  agency,  whether 
Federal,  state,  local  or  foreign,  charged 
with  the  responsibility  of  investigating 
or  prosecuting  such  violation  or  charged 
with  enforcing  or  implementing  the 
statute,  or  rule,  regulation  or  order 
issued  pursuant  thereto. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM 

storage: 

Paper  records  maintained  in  file 
folders. 

retrievability: 

Filed  numerically  by  claim  number. 
Alphabetical  index  used  for 
identification  of  claim. 

Indexing  by  other  information  in  the 
claim. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

At  FCSC:  Building  employs  security 
guards. 

Records  are  maintained  in  locked 
room  accessible  to  authorized  FCSC 
personnel  and  other  persons  when 
accompanied  by  such  personnel. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Records  maintained  under  5  U.S.C. 
301.  Disposal  of  records  will  be  in 
accordance  with  44  U.S.C.  3301-3314 
when  such  records  are  determined  no 
longer  useful. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Office  of  the  Executive  Director, 
Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission, 
1111  20th  Street,  N.W.  Washington,  D.C. 
20579.  (Phone  202/653-6156) 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Same  as  above. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Same  as  above. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Claimant  on  whom  the  record  is 
maintained. 


Annual  Publication:  The  purpose  of 
this  document  is  to  give  notice  that  the 
Privacy  Act  Systems  of  Records 
identified  in  a  notice  published  at  42  FR 
48152,  September  22,  1977,  with 
amending  notices  published  at  42  FR 
57346,  November  2, 1977,  and  at  44  FR 
58542,  October  10, 1979,  continues  in 
effect  without  change. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  March  23, 
1981. 

Richard  W.  Yarborough, 

Chairman. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9220  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

Regulatory  Reports  Review;  Violation 
of  Federal  Reports  Act 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission 
has  promulgated  the  following  revised 
information  collection  requirement 
without  first  obtaining  clearance  from 
the  General  Accounting  Office  as 
required  by  the  Federal  Reports  Act,  44 
U.S.C.  3512  (1976): 

The  FCC  is  using  Form  753,  Restricted 
Radiotelephone  Operator  Permit 
Application.  The  form  is  not  the  one  that 
was  approved  by  the  Comptroller 
General  on  August  24, 1978,  B-180227 
(R0222).  The  FCC  materially  revised  the 
form  by  adding  a  new  question  to  the 
form  after  approval  was  granted.  The 
form  also  incorporates  a  temporary 
permit  under  the  same  title  which  was 
approved  as  Form  753-T,  B-180227 
(R0638).  These  changes  constitute  a 
revision  of  the  form  which  requires 
another  clearance  under  44  U.S.C.  3512. 

Section  3512(c)  of  title  44,  United 
States  Code,  provides  in  part: 

*  *  *  an  independent  regulatory  agency 
shall  not  conduct  or  sponsor  the  collection  of 
information  upon  an  identical  item  from  ten 
or  more  persons,  other  than  Federal 
employees,  unless,  in  advance  of  adoption  or 
revision  of  any  plans  or  forms  to  be  used  in 
the  collection — 

(1)  the  agency  submitted  to  the  Comptroller 
General  the  plans  or  forms,  together  with  the 
copies  of  pertinent  regulations  and  of  other 
related  materials  as  the  Comptroller  General 
has  specified,  and 

(2)  the  Comptroller  General  has  advised 
that  the  information  is  not  presently  available 
to  the  independent  agency  from  another 
source  within  the  Federal  Government  and 
has  determined  that  the  proposed  plans  or 
forms  are  consistent  with  the  provisions  of 
this  section.*  *  * 

The  clearance  granted  by  GAO  on 
August  24, 1978,  is  hereby  revoked. 
Accordingly,  the  Commission  has  no 
effective  clearance  for  Form  753, 
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Restricted  Radiotelephone  Operator 
Permit  Application,  currently  in  use  as 
required  by  the  Federal  Reports  Act. 
Norman  F.  Heyl, 

Regulatory  Reports  Review  Officer. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9205  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  1610-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Public  Health  Service 
Centers  for  Disease  Control 

Cooperative  Agreements  for  State- 
Based  Diabetes  Control  Programs; 
Availability  of  Funds  Based  on  the 
Fiscal  Year  1981  Continuing 
Resolution 

The  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
(CDC)  announces  the  availability  of 
funds  for  fiscal  year  1981  for  cooperative 
agreements  for  State-based  diabetes 
Control  Programs,  Catalog  of  Federal 
Domestic  Assistance  Number  13.283. 
This  cooperative  agreement  program, 
authorized  by  Section  301(a)  (42  U.S.C. 
241a)  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act, 
as  amended,  was  announced  in  the 
Federal  Register  (45  FR  30140)  dated 
May  7, 1980. 

The  objective  of  the  cooperative 
agreement  program  is  to  improve  the 
quality  of  life  and  the  effectiveness  of 
health  services  for  diabetics.  Eligible 
applicants  are  official  State  health 
agencies.  Applicants  must  complete  a 
baseline  assessment  of  diabetes 
morbidity  and  mortality  data  and  care 
resources  information;  establish  a 
framework  for  coordination  of 
interested  parties;  and  develop  a  plan  of 
action  for  reducing  diabetes  morbidity, 
mortality,  and  economic  costs  among 
intervention  populations. 

It  is  expected  that  approximately  $3 
million  will  be  available  in  fiscal  year 
1981  for  cooperative  agreements  for 
State-based  Diabetes  Control  Programs. 
Of  this  amount,  $2,715,000  has  already 
been  awarded  to  the  12  States  changing 
to  cooperative  agreements  from  contract 
programs  begun  in  fiscal  year  1977.  It  is 
anticipated  that  the  remaining  $285,000 
will  be  available  for  award  to 
supplement  the  12  diabetes  programs 
funded  in  fiscal  year  1981  and  the  8 
begun  in  fiscal  year  1980.  Individual 
supplemental  awards  are  not  expected 
to  exceed  $50,000.  No  new  cooperative 
agreements  are  planned  during  fiscal 
year  1981.  Cooperative  agreements  are 
usually  funded  for  12  months  in  a  3  to  5 
year  project  period.  Funding  estimates 
outlined  above  may  vary  and  are 
subject  to  change  due  to  the 


uncertainties  in  the  appropriation 
process. 

Applicants  are  encouraged  to 
collaborate  with  schools  of  medicine 
and/or  public  health  and  other  selected 
diabetes  education  and  care  providers 
on  the  development  of  their  proposals. 
Priorities  for  awarding  these 
supplemental  funds  in  fiscal  year  1981 
will  include  but  will  not  be  limited  to  the 
following: 

1.  Epidemiologic  investigations  to 
identify  and  describe  diabetic 
populations  with  higher  rates  of 
perinatal  morbidity  and  mortality, 
nephropathy,  retinopathy  and/or  lower 
extremity  amputations,  and  the  causal 
factors  associated  with  these  higher 
rates. 

2.  Epidemiologic  investigations  that 
describe  and  compare  hospitalization 
rates,  lower  extremity  amputation  rates, 
mortality  rates,  and/or  other  acute 
complication  rates  in  Type  I,  insulin- 
dependent  diabetes  mellitus  (IDDM)  and 
Type  II,  noninsulin-dependent  diabetes 
mellitus  (NIDDM),  diabetics. 

3.  Studies  concerning  the  effect  of 
different  diabetic  education  and  self- 
care  methodologies  on  the  incidence  of 
acute  complications  (e.g.,  diabetic 
ketoacidosis)  in  specific  diabetic 
populations. 

4.  Assessment  of  the  validity/ 
reliability  of  process  and  outcome 
indicators  proposed  in  the  working  draft 
of  the  CDC-State  recommendations  for 
measuring  the  effectiveness  of  patient 
and  professional  education. 

5.  Special  pilot  study  concerning 
implementation  and  evaluation  of  State- 
based  program  performance  indicators/ 
measures  recommended  in  The  Final 
Report  of  the  Evaluability  Assessment 
of  the  CDC  Diabetes  Control  Program. 

6.  Development  of  a  model  training 
program  for  State-based  diabetes 
control  program  managers  and/or 
technical  staff  in  chronic  diseases 
epidemiology. 

7.  Development  of  strategies  for  the 
translation  and  dissemination  of  new 
and  efficacious  knowledge  in  diabetes 
health  care  delivery  into  the  primary 
care  setting.  These  strategies,  in 
particular,  should  include  involvement 
of  schools  of  medicine  and/or  public 
health  and  other  selected  diabetes 
education  and  care  providers  in  the 
actual  implementation  and  evaluation  of 
proposal  activities. 

Supplemental  applications  should  be 
submitted  on  or  before  May  15, 1981. 

Due  to  the  time  limitations  for  awarding 
these  funds  before  September  30, 1981,  it 
may  not  be  possible  to  consider 
applications  received  after  may  15, 1981. 

Supplemental  applications  are  subject 
to  review  as  governed  by  OMB  Circular 


A-95  and  the  National  Health  Planning 
and  Resources  Development  Act,  Pub.  L. 
93-641,  as  amended.  Guidelines, 
application  forms,  and  information  may 
be  obtained  from  and  applications  must 
be  submitted  to  Grants  Management 
Officer,  Procurement  and  Grants  Office, 
Centers  for  Disease  Control,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30333. 

Dated:  March  19, 1981. 

William  C.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Director,  Centers  for  Disease  Control. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9187  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-B6-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Neighborhoods,  Voluntary 
Associations  and  Consumer 
Protection 

[Docket  No.  N-81-1064] 

Brooks  Engineering  Co.;  Hearing 

AGENCY:  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Neighborhoods,  Voluntary  Associations 
and  Consumer  Protection,  HUD. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  hearing  in  the  matter 
of  Brooks  Engineering  Company,  43-80- 
MH. 


SUMMARY:  A  hearing  pursuant  to  24 

C. F.R.  3282.152  will  commence  at  10:00 
a.m.  on  May  13, 1981  at  University  North 
Building,  Suite  1170, 1875  Connecticut 
Ave.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20009,  on 
the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development’s  preliminary 
determination  to  disqualify  Brooks 
Engineering  Company,  801  Old  Spanish 
Trail — Suite  101,  Slidell,  Louisiana 
70458,  as  a  design  Approval  Primary 
Inspection  Agency  and  Production 
Inspection  Primary  Inspection  Agency. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Honorable  Martin  J.  Linsky, 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  Universal 
North  Building,  Room  1170, 1875 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 

D. C. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Brooks 
Engineering  Company,  (BEC),  was 
granted  provisional  acceptance  to 
perform  Design  Approval  Primary 
Inspection  Agency  (DAPIA)  functions  on 
September  28, 1976.  This  provisional 
acceptance  was  ultimately  extended  to 
April  1, 1978.  On  January  11, 1979,  BEC 
was  granted  full  acceptance  to  perform 
DAPIA  functions,  contingent  upon 
continued  adequacy  of  performance  as 
assessed  under  24  C.F.R.  3282.451-.454. 
Only  July  9, 1980,  the  Department’s 
contractor,  the  National  Conference  of 
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States  on  Building  Codes  and  Standards, 
Inc.,  (NCSBCS),  submitted  a  DAPIA 
Performance  Review  rating  BEC  "Not 
Adequate”. 

Brooks  Engineering  Company  was 
granted  full  acceptance  to  perform 
Production  Inspection  Primary 
Inspection  Agency  (IPIA)  functions  on 
July  6, 1978.  BEC’s  IPIA  performance 
was  subsequently  rated  inadequate  in  a 
NCSBCS  IPIA  Performance  Review 
dated  August  8, 1980. 

On  January  6, 1981,  the  Department 
issued  two  letters  notifying  BEC  that  the 
Secretary  has  preliminarily  determined 
that  BEC  should  be  disqualified  as  a 
DAPIA  and  as  an  IPIA  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  3282.356.  BEC  requested  a  hearing 
on  the  matter  in  a  letter  dated  January 
12, 1981. 

A  hearing  will  commence  at  10:00  a.m. 
on  May  13, 1981  before  the  Honorable 
Martin  J.  Linsky  at  the  address  set  forth 
above.  The  hearing  will  be  held  in 
accordance  with  24  CFR  3282.152  (g)  and 
5  U.S.C.  556. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
writing  and  in  the  oral  portion  of  the 
hearing  pursuant  to  24  C.F.R.  32382.153. 
The  presiding  officer  may  determine  that 
such  participation  should  be  limited  or 
barred  so  as  not  to  unduly  prejudice  the 
rights  of  the  parties  involved  or 
unnecessarily  delay  the  proceedings. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  23, 1981. 
William  O.  Anderson, 

General  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Neighborhoods,  Voluntary  Associations  and 
Consumer  protection. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9176  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Canada  Goose  Management  Program, 
Wisconsin;  Meeting 

As  authorized  by  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Act  of  1956  (16  USC  742a  et 
seq.),  announcement  is  made  of  the 
following  public  meeting: 

The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  in 
cooperation  with  the  Wisconsin 
Department  of  Natural  Resources,  will 
conduct  a  public  meeting  to  obtain 
comments  on  (1)  the  results  of  the 
Canada  goose  management  program 
conducted  in  east-central  Wisconsin 
during  the  past  five  years,  and  (2) 
recommendations  for  future 
management  of  Canada  geese  in  this 
area. 

The  meeting,  which  is  open  to  the 
public,  will  begin  at  9  a.m.  on  April  14, 
1981,  in  Room  021  of  the  Wisconsin  DNR 


Office  Building,  GEF2, 101  South 
Webster  Street,  Madison,  Wisconsin. 

Members  of  the  public  may  file 
written  statements  during  the  meeting. 
To  the  extent  that  time  permits,  public 
presentation  of  oral  statements  at  the 
meeting  will  be  allowed. 

Requests  for  information  about  the 
meeting  should  be  addressed  to: 
Regional  Director,  Region  3,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  Federal  Building, 
Ft.  Snelling,  Twin  Cities,  MN  55111  or 
John  Ellis,  Senior  Staff  Wildlife 
Biologist,  telephone  (612)  725-3313. 

F.  Eugene  Hester, 

Acting  Deputy  Director 
March  20, 1981. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9113  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-55-M 


Geological  Survey 

Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 
action:  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  a 
proposed  development  and  production 
plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Union  Oil  Company  has  submitted  a 
Development  and  Production  Plan 
describing  the  activities  it  proposes  to 
conduct  on  Lease  OCS-G  2358,  Block  A- 
442,  High  Island  Area,  offshore  Texas. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  (504) 
837-4720,  Ext.  226. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 


Dated:  March  18, 1981. 

Lowell  G.  Hammons, 

Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS 
Region. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9088  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Montana  and  North  Dakota;  Intent  To 
Hold  a  Public  Hearing  and  the  Opening 
of  a  Comment  Period  on  the  Federal 
Coal  Production  Goals  for  the  Fort 
Union  Coal  Production  Region  and  on 
the  Setting  of  a  Preliminary  Federal 
Leasing  Target 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(BLM),  Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  hearing  and  opening  of 
comment  period. 

summary:  This  notice  advises  the  public 
that  the  Fort  Union  Regional  Coal  Team 
intends  to  hold  public  hearings  to 
receive  oral  and  written  comments  in 
order  to  assist  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  in  his  review  of  the  federal  coal 
production  goals  for  the  Fort  Union  coal 
production  region.  The  hearings  will 
also  be  for  the  purpose  of  soliciting 
comments  and  advice  on  the  setting  of  a 
preliminary  federal  leasing  target.  This 
latter  information  will  be  used  by  the 
Regional  Coal  Team  in  developing  a 
recommendation  to  the  Secretary  on  a 
preliminary  leasing  target  to  guide 
planning  until  October  1981,  when  a 
final  leasing  target  will  be  adopted. 

The  hearings  will  be  held  in  Miles 
City,  Montana  and  Dickinson,  North 
Dakota  Individuals  wishing  to  comment 
orally  at  the  public  hearings  are  asked 
to  provide  written  copies  of  their 
remarks  if  possible.  Oral  and  written 
comments  will  be  accepted  at  the  public 
hearings.  Written  comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  BLM  Montana  State 
Director  at  the  address  given  below. 

The  above  hearings  are  to  be  held 
concurrently  with  informational 
meetings  being  held  at  various  locations 
in  eastern  Montana  and  western  North 
Dakota  during  the  last  week  of  April 
and  the  first  week  of  May,  1981. 

DATE:  Written  comments  will  be 
accepted  until  close  of  business,  May  13, 
1981.  A  public  hearing  will  be  held  in 
Dickinson,  North  Dakota  on  Thursday, 
April  30, 1981.  The  hearing  will  start  at 
approximately  8:45  p.m.,  following  a 
general  informational  meeting  which 
begins  at  7:30  p.m.  The  hearing  will  be  at 
the  Gate  City  Savings  and  Loans 
Association  Building,  Community  Room, 
204  Simms  Street,  Dickinson,  North 
Dakota.  A  public  hearing  will  also  be 
held  in  Miles  City,  Montana  on 
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Wednesday,  May  6, 1981.  The  hearing 
will  start  at  approximately  8:45  p.m., 
following  an  informational  meeting 
which  begins  at  7:30  p.m.  The  hearing 
will  be  held  at  the  Miles  Community 
College,  Room  107,  2600  Dickinson, 

Miles  City,  Montana. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  on  the 
production  goals  and  setting  of  a 
preliminary  leasing  target  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Montana  State  Director, 
P.O.  Box  30157,  Billings,  Montana  59107. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
David  Darby,  Fort  Union  Project 
Manager  or,  Bill  Frey,  Assistant  Fort 
Union  Project  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (906),  P.O.  Box  30157, 
Billings,  Montana  59107.  Telephone  FTS: 
585-6632,  Commercial:  406-657-6632. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  issued 
updated  national  and  regional  coal 
production  goals  on  January  26, 1981. 
These  coal  production  goals  are 
intended  to  guide  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  (DOI)  and  the  Regional  Coal 
Team  (RCT)  in  setting  a  federal  leasing 
target  for  the  Fort  Union  Federal  Coal 
Production  Region. 

DOE  Final  Production  Goals  Fort  Union 
Region 

(Million  tons  annually) 

1990  1995 


Low .  34.6  53.9 

Medium . 51.1  85.9 

High .  60.0  105.9 


The  coal  production  goals  developed 
by  DOE  are  provided  at  three  levels  of 
energy  consumption  growth  rates:  low, 
medium,  and  high.  Due  to  the 
uncertainties  regarding  coal 
consumption  over  the  next  ten  to  fifteen 
years,  especially  for  electric  utilities  and 
synthetic  fuels,  the  range  in  the  goals  is 
substantial.  The  DOE  final  production 
goals  have  been  provided  to  the  Fort 
Union  RCT. 

The  Federal  coal  management 
regulations  (43  CFR  3420.3— 2(d))  require 
that  the  RCT  consider  the  regional 
situation  and  recommend  adjustments  to 
the  regional  production  goals  based  on 
such  factors  as  (1)  public  comment 
received  in  writing  or  in  hearing(s)  held 
by  the  team  in  the  region,  (2)  state 
government,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  State  Office,  Indian  tribe 
and  regional  development  policies,  (3) 
administrative  capacity  to  satisfy  the 
indicated  level  of  leasing  based  on  the 
Department  of  Energy’s  final  production 
goals,  and  (4)  other  information 
available  to  the  regional  coal  team 
which  they  believe  should  receive 


consideration  by  the  Secretary  in  his 
review  of  the  final  regional  production 
goals. 

The  Regional  Coal  Team  is  also 
charged  under  the  regulations  with 
providing  advice  to  the  Secretary  to  be 
used  in  the  setting  of  a  preliminary 
leasing  target.  This  target  will  also  be 
based  on  the  final  regional  production 
goals  and  other  relevant  information. 

The  preliminary  leasing  target  itself, 
once  established,  will  be  the  subject  of 
further  hearings  and  public  comments, 
in  addition  to  consultation  with  the 
Governors  of  Montana  and  North 
Dakota,  prior  to  the  adoption  of  a  final 
leasing  target. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  call  for 
public  comment  on  the  production  goals 
in  order  to  assist  the  regional  coal  team 
in  formulating  its  recommendation  to  the 
Secretary,  and  to  solicit  comments  to  be 
used  by  the  RCT  in  developing  a 
recommendation  to  the  Secretary  on  a 
preliminary  leasing  target. 

Dated:  March  19, 1981. 

Michael  ].  Penfold, 

State  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9182  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


[U-2923,  U-4462,  U-8150,  U-8151,  U-8742] 

Partial  Termination  of  Segregation  by 
Classification  for  Multiple  Use 
Management 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  Bureau  Order  No.  701,  dated  July 
23, 1964  (29  FR  10526),  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  The  segregative  effect  is  hereby 
terminated  as  to  the  described  lands  in 
the  following  Multiple  Use  Classification 
orders: 

U-2923  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  Volume  32,  No.  173,  September 
7, 1967. 

Salt  Lake  Meridian,  Utah 

T.  5  S.,  R.  3  W., 

Sec.  19,  SW  'ASW  'ANW  ‘A,  W ‘ANW 'ASW  > 

a,  NW'Asw'ASwyi. 

T.  5  S.,  R.  4  W., 

Sec.  13,  Lot  5,  NE'ANEVi. 

T.  7  S.,  R.  4  W., 

Sec.  15,  SW'ANE'A. 

U-4462  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  Volume  33,  No.  61,  March  28, 
1968. 

Salt  Lake  Meridian,  Utah 

T.  31  S.,  R.  7  W„ 

Sec.  34,  SE'ASW'A,  S'ASE'A. 

T.  34  S„  R.  8  W.. 

Sec.  3,  NE'ASE'A,  SE'A. 

T.  35  S„  R.  9  W„ 

Sec.  3.  E'ANW'A; 

Sec.  6,  E'ASW'A. 

T.  37  S.,  R.  13  W„ 


Sec.  26,  S'ANE'A. 

U-8150  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  Volume  35,  No.  146,  July  29, 
1970. 

Salt  Lake  Meridian,  Utah 

T.  1  S.,  R.  24  E., 

Sec.  7,  SE'ASW'A,  SW'ASE'A. 

T.  2  S.,  R.  25  E., 

Sec.  13,  SW'ANE'A. 

U-8151  published  in  Federal  Register, 
Volume  35,  No.  123,  June  25, 1970. 

Salt  Lake  Meridian,  Utah 

T.  29  S.,  R.  16  W., 

Sec.  13,  NE'ANE'A. 

T.  30  S.,  R.  18  W., 

Sec.  3.  NE'ASE'A. 

U-8742  published  in  Federal  Register, 
Volume  35,  No.  248,  December  23, 1970. 

T.  34  S.,  R.  5  E., 

Sec.  16,  all. 

T.  36  S.,  R.  6  E., 

Sec.  9,  Ny2,SEy4: 

Sec.  10,  SW'ANEV.,  S'ANW'A.  SVA; 

Sec.  11,  WVANE'A,  WVA,  NWy4SEy4; 

Sec.  13.  NEyiNEtA,  S'ANE'A.  SE'ANW'A, 
SVA; 

Sec.  14,  NWy.,  NW'ASW'A,  SVASVA; 

Sec.  15,  EVA,  EVANWV4,  NEViSWA; 

Sec.  22,  NEy4,  S'A; 

Secs.  23,  24,  and  25,  all; 

Sec.  26,  NVA; 

Sec.  27,  NVA; 

Sec.  28,  SVANVA,  SVA: 

Sec.  29,  SVANVA,  SVA; 

Sec.  30,  SV2SWV*,  SE'A: 

Sec.  31,  NVA. 

T.  37  S.,  R.  6  E., 

Sec.  1,  all; 

Sec.  12,  EVA. 

T.  35  S.,  R.  7  E., 

Cpr  QA  QpiACFl/,- 

Sec.  35’.  SEVANEMi,  NEy4SWy4,  S'ASW'A, 
SEy4. 

T.  36  S..  R.  7  E., 

Secs.  1,  3  to  15  inclusive,  17  to  31  inclusive, 
33,  34,  &  35,  all. 

T.  37  S.,  R.  7  E., 

Secs.  1,  3  to  15  inclusive,  17,  and  20  to  29 
inclusive. 

T.  39  S.,  R.  7  E., 

Sec.  11,  SVANEVi,  SVA; 

Sec.  12,  SVASVA. 

T.  40  S.,  R.  7  E„ 

Sec.  12,  SVA. 

T.  36  S.,  R.  8  E„ 

Sec.  18,  SW'ASW'A; 

Sec.  19,  WVAWVA; 

Sec.  30,  WVANWVi; 

Sec.  31,  SVA. 

T.  37  S.,  R.  8  E., 

Secs.  1,  5  to  15  inclusive,  17  to  31  inclusive, 
33.  34,  and  35.  all. 

T.  38  S.,  R.  8  E„ 

Secs.  1,  3  to  15  inclusive; 

Sec.  21,  NVA,  SE'A; 

Sec.  22  to  26  inclusive,  and  35,  all. 

T.  39  S.,  R.  8  E., 

Sec.  7,  SVASVA; 

Sec.  8,  SVASVA; 

Sec.  15,  SVA; 

Sec.  17,  NVA,  NVASVA; 
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Sec.  18,  NV4. 

T.  36  S.,  R.  9  E., 

Sec.  18,  all; 

Sec.  19,  E'/z,  E‘/2Wl/2,  NWVANWVA; 

Sec.  20,  all; 

Sec.  27,  WV4NWV4,  SW'A; 

Secs.  28,  and  29,  all; 

Sec.  30,  NEVA,  EV2NW/4,  SV2; 

Secs.  31,  and  33,  all; 

Sec.  34,  NWVANEVA,  SV2NEVA,  NW‘A,  SV4. 

T.  37  S„  R.  9  E., 

Secs.  4  to  9  inclusive,  17  to  21  inclusive,  28 
to  31  inclusive,  and  33,  all. 

T.  38  S.,  R.  9  E., 

Secs.  4  to  9  inclusive,  17  to  31  inclusive,  33, 
34,  and  35,  all. 

T.  39  S.,  R.  9  E„ 

Secs.  1,  3,  4,  5,  8  to  15  inclusive,  17,  and  22 
to  27  inclusive. 

T.  38  S..  R.  9V4  E., 

Secs.  19,  30,  and  31,  all. 

T.  39  S„  R.  914  E., 

Secs.  6,  7, 18, 19,  and  30,  all. 

T.  3814  S.,  R.  10  E„ 

Secs.  29,  30,  and  31,  all. 

T.  39  S.,  R.  10  E., 

Secs.  5,  6,  7,  8, 17,  and  18,  all. 

2.  The  orders,  as  listed  in  paragraph  1, 
segregated  the  lands  from  appropriation 
under  the  mining  laws  (30  U.S.C.,  Ch.  2). 
This  segregative  effect  will  terminate  on 
the  above  lands  April  6, 1981  as 
provided  by  the  regulations  in  43  CFR 
2461.5(c)(2). 

3.  The  lands  remain  segregated  from 
appropriation  under  the  agricultural 
land  laws  (43  U.S.C.,  Chapter  9;  25 

U. S.C.,  Sec.  334).  They  shall  remain  open 
to  all  other  applicable  forms  of 
appropriation. 

Dated:  March  17, 1981. 

Dean  Stepanek, 

Acting  State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9183  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  and 
Scoping  Meetings,  Energy  Synfuels 
Associates,  Coal  Gasification  Facility 

March  20, 1981. 

AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare 
environmental  impact  statement  and 
public  scoping  meetings. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM), 
Department  of  the  Interior,  will  act  as 
lead  agency  for  preparation  of  a  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS)  in 
accordance  with  Section  102(2)(c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969.  The  draft  EIS  will  address  the 
environmental  consequences  of  a  coal 
gasification  facility  proposed  by  Emery 
Synfuels  Associates,  which  includes 
Mountain  Fuel  Resources,  Mono  Power 


Company,  and  Conoco  Coal 
Development  Company.  Mountain  Fuel 
Resources,  located  at  36  South  State, 
Suite  1540,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111  is 
acting  as  the  contact  for  all  of  the 
applicants. 

The  statement  will  address  the 
proposed  Emery  Synfuels  Project,  a  coal 
gasification  plant  with  the  capacity  to 
produce  68  million  standard  cubic  feet 
per  day  of  synthetic  natural  gas  and 
3,880  tons  per  day  of  liquid  methanol. 

The  project  would  utilize  public  lands 
and  could  require  funding  from  the 
Department  of  Energy  and  loan 
guarantees  from  the  United  States 
Synfuels  Corporation. 

The  plant  would  be  located  in  either 
Emery  or  Carbon  County,  Utah,  and 
could  involve  construction  of  a  reservoir 
on  U.S.  Forest  Service,  Manti  Lasal 
National  Forest  lands.  Interested 
persons  are  invited  to  submit  comments 
which  may  be  helpful  in  preparation  of 
the  draft  EIS.  Comments  should  be  sent 
to  State  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  136  East  South  Temple, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111. 

DATES:  Representatives  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  conduct  issue 
scoping  meetings  on  May  4, 1981,  in  Salt 
Lake  City  in  Room  128  of  the  Salt 
Palace;  on  May  5  in  Price,  Utah,  at  the 
College  of  Eastern  Utah,  Gomer  Peacock 
Room;  May  6, 1981,  at  Castledale,  Utah, 
at  the  Emery  County  High  School;  and 
May  7, 1981,  in  Green  River  at  Green 
River  High  School.  All  meetings  will  be 
at  7:00  p.m.  The  meetings  will  be  held  to 
receive  public  input  and  comments 
concerning  the  need  for  the  project, 
potential  alternatives  and  the  significant 
issues  that  should  be  addressed  in  the 
EIS.  A  record  will  be  made  of  the 
meetings  and  comments  will  be  used  in 
determining  the  issues  and  alternatives 
discussed  in  the  EIS. 

The  BLM  encourages  the  public  and 
affected  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agencies  to  attend  these  meetings  and 
provide  their  input.  Any  person  or  group 
which  desires  to  submit  comments, 
questions,  or  recommendations  may  do 
so  at  the  meetings  or  by  submitting  them 
to  BLM  at  the  address  given  above. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Additional 
information  concerning  the  proposed 
project  and  environmental  impact 
statement  can  be  obtained  from  either 
Gregory  Thayn,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Utah  State  Office, 
University  Club  Building,  136  East  South 
Temple,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111,  or 
Lynn  G.  Leishman,  Richfield  District 


Office,  150  East  900  North,  Richfield, 

Utah  84701. 

Donald  L.  Pendleton, 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9181  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

Casper  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  92-463,  that  a  meeting 
of  the  Casper  District  Advisory  Board 
will  be  held  on  April  24, 1981. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  10:00  a.m.  in 
the  conference  room  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  Office  at  951  Rancho 
Road,  Casper,  Wyoming. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include:  (1)  review  of  board  function;  (2)  * 
review  of  fiscal  year  1981  range 
betterment  projects;  (3)  outlook  for 
range  betterment  projects  in  1982;  (4) 
election  of  chairman  and  vice-chairman; 
(5)  review  of  allotment  management 
plans;  (6)  modification  of  existing  fences 
to  meet  design  standards  on  antelope 
ranges. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  make  oral 
statements  or  file  written  statements  for 
the  board’s  consideration.  Anyone 
wishing  to  make  an  oral  statement 
should  notify  the  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  951 
Rancho  Road,  Casper,  Wyoming  by 
April  22, 1981.  Depending  on  the  number 
of  persons  wishing  to  make  oral 
statements,  a  per  person  time  limit  may 
be  established  by  the  District  Manager. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  board 
meeting  will  be  maintained  in  the 
District  Office  and  be  available  for 
public  inspection  within  30  days 
following  the  meeting. 

Robert  E.  Wilber, 

District  Manager. 

]FR  Doc.  81-9180  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

[M50209] 

Montana;  Invitation;  Coal  Exploration 
License  Application 

Members  of  the  public  are  hereby 
invited  to  participate  with  Spring  Creek 
Company  in  a  program  for  the 
exploration  of  coal  deposits  owned  by 
the  United  States  of  America  in  the 
following  described  lands  located  in  Big 
Horn  County,  Montana: 

T.  8  S..  R.  39  E..  P.M.M., 

Sec.  14,  SV2; 

Sec.  15,  SEVA; 

Sec.  22,  NEVA,  NV2SWV4,  SWV4SW1/., 

NW  VASE  Vi;  and 


I 
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Sec.  23.  NVfeNEVi,  NWVi. 

T.  8  S„  R.  40  E.,  P.M.M., 

Sec.  29,  SWVi;  and 
Sec.  30,  EV4,  NE  Vi  SWVi. 

Any  party  electing  to  participate  in 
this  exploration  program  shall  notify,  in 
writing,  both  the  State  Director,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  30157, 
Billings,  Montana  59107,  and  Spring 
Creek  Coal  Company,  c/o  NERCO,  Inc., 
Ill  SW  Columbia,  Portland,  Oregon 
97201.  Such  written  notice  must  refer  to 
serial  number  M  50209  and  be  received 
no  later  than  30  calendar  days  after 
publication  of  this  Notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  or  10  calendar  days  after  the 
last  publication  of  this  Notice  in  this 
newspaper,  whichever  is  later.  This 
Notice  will  be  published  for  two 
consecutive  weeks. 

This  proposed  exploration  program  is 
fully  described  and  will  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  an  exploration  plan  to  be 
approved  by  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey 
and  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
State  Office,  Granite  Tower  Building, 

222  North  32nd  Street,  Billings,  Montana. 
Roland  F.  Lee, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9149  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Realty  Action— Exchange;  Public 
Lands  in  Fergus  County,  Mont. 

March  19, 1981. 

The  following  described  land  has 
been  determined  to  be  suitable  for 
disposal  by  exchange  under  Section  206 
of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976,  43  U.S.C.  1716 
(M  43877): 

Principal  Meridian,  Montana 
T.  20  N.,  R.  18  E., 

Sec.  1,  EViSEVi. 

T.  20  N„  R.  19  E., 

Sec.  5,  SWV^NE1/.,  E'/aSlA^,  and  SE'A; 
Sec.  6,  Lots  6  and  7,  and  EVfeSWVi;  and 
Sec.  8,  NE'ANW'/i. 

Aggregating  554.31  acres. 

In  exchange  for  these  isolated  tracts 
of  public  land,  the  United  States 
Government  will  acquire  the  following 
land: 

Principal  Meridian,  Montana 

T.  23  N.,  R.  22  E., 

Sec.  19,  Lot  6: 

Sec.  20,  Lot  6; 

Sec.  21,  Lots  5,  6,  7,  and  8; 

Sec.  28,  Lot  1,  NW'ANEVi,  and  NEViNWVi; 
and 

Sec.  29,  Lots  2,  3,  4,  and  6. 

T.  22  N.,  R.  23  E., 

Sec.  6,  Lot  2. 

T.  23  N.,  R.  23  E., 

Sec.  31,  Lots  4  and  5. 

Aggregating  384.91  acres. 


The  purpose  of  the  exchange  is  to 
acquire  private  land  within  the  Upper 
Missouri  Wild  and  Scenic  River 
Corridor  and  to  dispose  of  isolated 
tracts  of  public  land  that  are 
uneconomical  to  manage.  The  exchange 
is  consistent  with  the  Bureau’s  planning 
for  the  lands  involved.  The  public  will 
be  well  served  by  making  the  exchange. 

The  lands  to  be  exchanged  are  equal 
in  value  based  on  a  current  fair  market 
value  appraisal. 

The  terms  and  conditions  applicable 
to  the  exchange  are: 

1.  Only  the  surface  estate  will  be 
exchanged.  Mineral  rights  will  be 
reserved. 

2.  The  public  land  will  be  exchanged 
subject  to  all  valid  existing  rights,  e.g. 
(rights-of-way,  easements  and  leases  of 
record). 

Detailed  information  concerning  the 
exchange  including  the  Environmental 
Assessment  and  Land  Report  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Lewistown 
District  Office,  Airport  Road, 
Lewistown,  Montana  59457. 

For  a  period  of  45  days  from  the  date 
of  this  notice,  interested  parties  may 
submit  comments  to  the  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Drawer  1160,  Lewistown,  Montana 
59457.  Any  adverse  comments  will  be 
evaluated  by  the  Secretary,  who  may 
vacate  or  modify  this  realty  action  and 
issue  a  final  determination.  In  the 
absence  of  any  action  by  the  Secretary, 
this  realty  action  will  become  the  final 
determination  of  this  Department. 
Roland  F.  Lee, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9150  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Utah; 
Restriction  of  Use  of  Motorized 
Vehicles  on  Public  Lands 

March  18, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  use  of 
motorized  vehicles  on  certain  public 
lands  in  the  Goblin  Valley  area  is 
temporarily  restricted,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  43  CFR,  Subpart 
8364.  These  restrictions  do  not  apply  to 
emergency,  law  enforcement,  and 
Federal  or  other  government  vehicles 
while  being  used  for  official  or 
emergency  purposes,  or  vehicles 
authorized  by  permit,  contract  or 
statute. 

The  area  affected  by  this  restriction  is 
located  approximately  13  miles  north  of 
Hanksville,  Utah.  The  area  is  accessible 
from  the  entrance  road  to  Goblin  Valley 
State  Reserve  and  lies  adjacent  to  the 
State  Reserve  at  its  entrance.  The  area 


comprises  20  acres  of  the  eastern  slope 
of  Wild  Horse  Butte  and  the  flats  to  the 
east  connecting  with  the  entrance  road 
to  Goblin  Valley  State  Reserve. 

The  purpose  of  this  emergency  closure 
is  to  prevent  excessive  erosion, 
unnecessary  destruction  of  plant  life, 
public  health  and  safety  and  the  natural 
environment.  The  area  has  been 
excessively  used  by  ORV’s,  resulting  in 
conditions  which  necessitate  this 
closure.  This  action  has  resulted  from 
consultation  with  the  Utah  Division  of 
Parks  and  Recreation  and  complaints 
received  from  visitors  to  Goblin  Valley 
State  Reserve. 

The  entire  area  will  be  signed  at 
common  points  of  ORV  access. 

Maps  showing  the  area  are  available 
at  the  Moab  District  Office  in  Moab, 
Utah,  and  the  Price  Area  Office  in  Price, 
Utah. 

This  notice  is  effective  March  26, 1981 
and  will  be  in  effect  until  June  1, 1981. 
Gene  Nodine, 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9188  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Canon  City  District,  Colo.;  Northeast 
Resource  Area  and  Fountain  Creek 
Planning  Unit,  Resource  Management 
Plan  and  Environmental  Impact 
Statement;  Meetings 

Public  meetings  for  BLM  Resource 
Management  Plan  and  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  for  the  Northeast 
Resource  Area  and  Fountain  Creek 
Planning  Unit:  Canon  City  District, 
Colorado. 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (FLPMA) 
and  in  accordance  with  43  CFR  Part 
1600,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM), 
Canon  City  District  will  hold  public 
meetings  to  identify  issues  and  planning 
criteria  to  be  used  in  the  preparation  of 
a  Resource  Management  Plan  (RMP) 
and  associated  Environmental  Impact 
Statements  (EIS)  covering  the  federal 
surface  lands  and  reserved  minerals 
administered  by  the  BLM  in 
northeastern  Colorado.  The  times,  dates, 
and  locations  scheduled  for  the  public 
hearings  are  as  follows: 

Date,  Time,  and  Place 
April  8, 1981,  7:00  PM,  Larimer  County 
Courthouse,  200  W.  Oak  St.,  Ft.  Collins, 
Colorado 

April  9, 1981,  7:00  PM,  Idaho  Springs  Senior 
High  School.  Idaho  Springs,  Colorado 
April  10, 1981,  2:00  PM,  Room  158,  New 
Customs  Bldg.,  721 19th  Street,  Denver, 
Colorado 
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April  10, 1981,  7:00  PM,  Nat'l  Bureau  of 
Standards,  325  Broadway,  Room  1107, 
Boulder,  Colorado  80303 
April  13. 1981,  7:00  PM,  Limon  Town  Hall,  200 
F  Avenue,  Limon,  Colorado 
April  14, 1981,  7:00  PM,  Rural  Electric 
Association  Building,  Highway  34,  Fort 
Morgan,  Colorado 

April  15, 1981,  7:00  PM,  Yuma  County 
Courthouse — Basement,  Third  and  Ash, 
Wray,  Colorado 

April  16, 1981,  7:00  PM,  El  Paso  County — 
Centennial  Hall,  200  Cascade  Street, 
Colorado  Springs,  Colorado 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  the  meetings  may  contact 
either: 

Melvin  Clausen,  District  Manager,  3080 
East  Main,  P.O.  Box  311,  Canon  City, 
Colorado  81212,  (303)  275-0631 
or 

Francis  Young,  Area  Manager,  10200  W. 
44th  Avenue,  Wheatridge,  Colorado 
80033,  (303)  234-4988 
Stuart  L.  Freer, 

Assistant  District  Manager. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9093  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

Public  Hearings;  Hualapai-Aquarius 
Draft  Grazing  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

The  Phoenix  District,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  will  conduct  two  public 
hearings  to  receive  written  and  oral 
testimony  on  the  Hualapai-Aquarius 
Draft  Grazing  Environmental  Impact 
Statement.  The  hearings  will  be  held  in 
Kingman,  Arizona  at  7:30  p.m.  on  April 
22, 1981  at  the  Mohave  County 
Fairgrounds  and  in  Phoenix,  Arizona  at 
7:30  p.m.  on  April  23, 1981  at  the 
Rodeway  Inn,  3400  Grand  Avenue. 

Persons  giving  oral  testimony  will  be 
limited  to  5  minutes,  with  written 
submissions  invited  at  the  hearings. 
Depending  upon  the  number  of  persons 
desiring  to  testify,  the  presiding  officer 
may  expand  the  speaking  list  at  his 
discretion  to  a  maximum  of  10  minutes. 

Speakers  will  be  heard,  if  present,  in 
their  established  order  on  the  witness 
list.  After  the  last  witness  has  been 
heard,  the  presiding  officer  will  consider 
the  request  of  any  person  present  who 
wishes  to  testify.  Only  one  witness  will 
be  allowed  to  represent  the  viewpoints 
of  a  single  organization.  However,  any 
witness  will  be  permitted  to  give 
testimony  germane  to  the  draft 
statement  if  offered  as  the  views  of  a 
private  citizen. 

Written  requests  to  testify  orally 
should  be  received  at  the  Phoenix 
District,  2929  W.  Clarendon  Avenue, 
Phoenix,  Arizona  85017,  prior  to  the 
close  of  business  on  April  17, 1981. 
Requests  should  identify  which  hearings 


will  be  attended  and  what 
organizations,  if  any,  are  represented, 
and  should  be  signed  by  the  prospective 
witness.  Timely  notification  will  allow 
BLM  to  prepare  in  advance  a  list  of 
speakers  in  the  order  they  will  be  called. 

Comments  on  the  draft  statement, 
whether  written  or  oral,  will  receive 
equal  consideration  in  preparation  of 
the  final  document.  Written  statements 
will  be  accepted  on  or  before  May  12, 
1981. 

Dated:  March  17, 1981. 

Clair  M.  Whitlock, 

State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9094  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

Salem  District  Advisory  Council; 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  94-597  and  43  CFR  Part 
1780,  that  a  meeting  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management's  Salem  District 
Advisory  Council  will  be  held  on  April 
9,  1981  at  7:00  p.m.  at  BLM  Salem 
District  Office,  1717  Fabry  Road,  SE, 
Salem,  Oregon. 

The  District  Manager  urgently  needs 
Advisory  Council  advice  on  the 
following  agenda  items: 

— A  review  of  Land  Use  Alternatives 
being  considered  for  the  District’s 
Eastside  Planning  Area  and 
development  of  specific  advice  to  the 
District  Manager  regarding  a  preferred 
alternative. 

— A  review  and  discussion  of  draft  BLM 
Program  Priority  Guides  for  Oregon. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  make  oral 
statements  for  the  Council’s 
consideration.  Anyone  wishing  to  make 
an  oral  statement  must  notify  the 
District  Manager  at  P.O.  Box  3227, 

Salem,  Oregon  97302  prior  to  April  2, 
1981.  Depending  upon  the  number  of 
persons  wishing  to  make  an  oral 
statement,  a  per  person  time  limit  may 
be  established. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  meeting  will 
be  maintained  in  the  District  Office  and 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
and  reproduction  during  regular 
business  hours  within  30  days  following 
the  meeting. 

Dated:  March  18, 1981. 

Edward  G.  Stauber, 

District  Manager. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9096  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


[Or  23558;  2310  (943.4)] 

Oregon;  Proposed  Continuation  of  and 
Withdrawal 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  proposes 
that  the  existing  land  withdrawal  made 
by  the  Secretarial  Order  of  December 
31, 1930  be  continued  in  its  entirety  as  to 
the  following  described  land  for  a  20- 
year  period,  pursuant  to  Section  204  of 
the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  October  21, 1976,  90 
Stat.  2751,  43  U.S.C.  1714: 

Willamette  Meridian 

East  Shore  Loon  Lake 
T.  23  S.,  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  1.  Lots  17  and  18. 

Containing  51.51  acres  in  Douglas  County, 
Oregon. 

The  purpose  of  the  original 
withdrawal  is  to  protect  the  recreational 
values  for  potential  development  by  the 
State  of  Oregon.  The  State  has 
abandoned  its  plans  for  recreational 
development  and  the  purpose  of  the 
withdrawal  is  proposed  to  be  modified 
to  include  the  land  as  an  addition  to  the 
existing  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Loon  Lake  Recreation  Site.  The  land  is 
currently  segregated  from  operation  of 
the  public  land  law  generally,  including 
the  mining  laws.  No  change  is  proposed 
in  the  segregative  affect. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
opportunity  for  a  public  hearing  is 
afforded  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  withdrawal  continuation.  All 
interested  persons  who  desire  to  be 
heard  on  the  proposal  must  submit  a 
written  request  for  a  hearing  to  the 
undersigned  on  or  before  May  1, 1981. 
Upon  determination  by  the  State 
Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
that  a  public  hearing  will  be  held,  a 
notice  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  giving  the  time  and  place  of 
such  hearing.  In  lieu  of  or  in  addition  to 
attendance  at  a  scheduled  public 
hearing,  written  comments  or  objections 
to  the  proposed  withdrawal 
continuation  may  be  filed  with  the 
undersigned  officer  on  or  before  May  1, 
1981. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  undertake 
such  investigations  as  are  necessary  to 
determine  the  existing  and  potential 
demand  for  the  land  and  its  resources. 
He  will  review  the  withdrawal 
rejustification  to  insure  that 
continuation  would  be  consistent  with 
the  statutory  objectives  of  the  programs 
for  which  the  land  is  dedicated;  the  area 
involved  is  the  minimum  essential  to 
meet  the  desired  needs;  the  maximum 
concurrent  utilization  of  the  land  is 
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provided  for;  and  an  agreement  is 
reached  on  the  concurrent  management 
of  the  land  and  its  resources.  He  will 
also  prepare  a  report  for  consideration 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the 
President,  and  Congress,  who  will 
determine  whether  or  not  the 
withdrawal  will  be  continued  and  if  so, 
for  how  long.  The  final  determination  on 
the  continuation  of  the  withdrawal  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  existing  withdrawal  will  continue 
until  such  final  determination  is  made. 

All  communications  in  connection 
with  this  proposed  withdrawal 
continuation  should  be  addressed  to  the 
undersigned  officer,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  P.O.  Box  2965,  Portland,  Oregon 
97208. 

Dated:  March  18, 1981. 

Champ  C.  Vaughan,  )r., 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9095  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

[UT-080] 

Utah  Vernal  District;  Request  for 
Formal  Expression  of  Intent  From 
Synfuels  Project  Developers 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  is  planning  to  respond  to 
anticipated  right-of-way  applications 
from  synfuels  developers  for  use  of 
public  lands  in  the  Uintah  Basin  of  Utah. 

In  order  to  comply  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  in  an  effective 
manner,  BLM  proposed  to  cover  all  firm 
synfuels  project  proposals  in  a  single 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS). 
The  work  is  being  planned  in 
cooperation  with  the  State  of  Utah  and 
local  officials.  This  combined  program 
will  expedite  the  processing  of 
applications  for  all  projects  included 
and  avoid  the  need  for  numerous 
individual  EIS’s  prepared  one  after 
another. 

Lloyd  Ferguson,  BLM  Vernal  District 
Manager,  is  requesting  that  all  oil  shale, 
tar  sands,  and  related  synfuels 
industries  contact  his  office  if  they 
anticipate  a  need  for  a  right-of-way 
across  public  lands  within  the  next  two 
to  three  years.  In  order  for  projects  to  be 
considered  in  the  expedited  EIS 
program,  BLM  needs  from  each 
developer  a  formal  (written  and  signed) 
expression  of  intent  to  file  right-of-way 
applications. 

Those  developers  who  furnish  a  letter 
of  intent  subsequently  will  be  asked  to 


provide  preliminary  (partial) 
applications,  including  project 
description  and  funds,  to  BLM  by  May 
15, 1981. 

The  determination  of  project 
proposals  is  needed  to  ensure  that  the 
EIS  process  can  proceed  effectively  and 
without  delay. 

Completion  of  the  EIS  process  would 
require  about  12  months  after  receipt  of 
adequate  project  descriptions.  BLM’s 
goal  is  to  complete  the  EIS  process  by 
the  end  of  May,  1982,  in  order  that 
public  land  right-of-way  decisions  can 
be  made  for  projects  planning 
construction  starts  in  the  summer  of 
1982. 

Three  separate  levels  will  be 
considered  in  the  proposed  EIS.  (1)  A 
site  specific  analysis  sufficient  to  met 
NEPA  and  permitting  requirements  will 
address  those  projects  which  file 
completed  right-of-way  applications.  (2) 
A  cumulative  analysis  will  address 
synthetic  fuels  development  on  a 
regional  basis  and  consider  impacts  of  a 
full  scale  commercial  synthetic  fuel 
industry.  (3)  A  conceptual  analysis  will 
address  those  projects  which  plan  to 
proceed  with  development  but  are  not 
yet  prepared  to  submit  detailed  right-of- 
way  applications.  For  this  latter  group 
supplemental  Environmental 
Assessment  may  be  required  when 
detailed  permit  needs  are  finalized. 

Further  information  can  be  obtained 
by  contacting  the  BLM  Vernal  District, 
170  South  Fifth  East,  Vernal,  Utah  84078 
(phone  (801)  789-1362)  or  the  BLM  Utah 
State  Office  Project  Management  Staff, 
136  East  South  Temple,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84111  (phone  (801)  524-5645). 

Lloyd  H.  Ferguson, 

District  Manager. 

March  19, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9097  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

[AA-6683-A2] 

Alaska  Native  Claims  Selection;  Notice 
of  Publication 

On  December  12, 1975,  Stuyahok 
Limited,  for  the  Native  village  of  New 
Stuyahok,  filed  selection  application 
AA-6683-A2  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  701;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1611  (1976))  (ANCSA),  for 
the  surface  estate  of  certain  lands  in  the 
New  Stuyahok  area. 

On  November  14, 1978,  the  State  of 
Alaska  filed  general  purposes  grant 
selection  application  AA-21700, 
pursuant  to  Sec.  6(b)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1958  (72  Stat. 
339,  340;  48  U.S.C.  Ch.  2,  Sec.  6(b)),  for 
certain  lands  in  the  New  Stuyahok  area. 


The  following  described  lands  have 
been  properly  selected  by  Stuyahok 
Limited.  Section  6(b)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1958,  provides 
that  the  State  may  elect  vacant, 
unappropriated,  and  unreserved  public 
lands  in  Alaska.  Therefore,  the 
following  State  selection  application  is 
hereby  rejected  as  to  the  following 
described  lands: 

Seward  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 

State  Selection  AA-21700 
T.  7  S.,  R.  46  W„ 

Sec.  25,  all. 

Containing  approximately  640  acres. 

On  November  25, 1974,  Stuyahok 
Limited,  for  the  Native  village  of  New 
Stuyahok,  filed  selection  application 
AA-6683-L  pursuant  to  Sec.  12(a)  of 
ANCSA  for  the  surface  estate  of  certain 
lands  in  the  vicinity  of  New  Stuyahok. 
The  following  described  lands  have 
been  properly  selected  by  Stuyahok 
Limited  both  under  Secs.  12(a)  and  12(b) 
of  ANCSA.  By  letter  of  April  3, 1978, 
Stuyahok  Limited  elected  to  receive 
conveyance  of  these  lands  pursuant  to 
Sec.  12(b)  of  ANCSA.  Therefore,  village 
selection  application  AA-6683-L  is 
hereby  rejected  as  to  the  following 
described  lands: 

Seward  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 

T.  7  S.,  R.  46  W.. 

Sec.  25,  all. 

Containing  approximately  640  acres. 

Further  action  on  village  selection 
application  AA-6683-L  as  to  those  lands 
not  rejected  herein  will  be  taken  at  a 
later  date. 

The  State  selected  lands  rejected 
above  was  not  a  valid  selection  and  will 
not  be  charged  against  the  village 
corporation  as  State  selected  lands. 
Further  action  on  the  subject  State 
selection  application  as  to  those  lands 
not  rejected  herein  will  be  taken  at  a 
later  date. 

As  to  the  lands  described  below,  the 
application  submitted  by  Stuyahok 
Limited,  as  amended,  is  properly  filed 
and  meets  the  requirements  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act 
and  of  the  regulations  issued  pursuant 
thereto.  These  lands  do  not  include  any 
lawful  entry  perfected  under  or  being 
maintained  in  compliance  with  laws 
leading  to  acquisition  of  title. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  surface 
estate  of  the  following  described  lands, 
selected  pursuant  to  Sec.  12(b)  of 
ANCSA,  containing  approximately  640 
acres,  is  considered  proper  for 
acquisition  by  Stuyahok  Limited  and  is 
hereby  approved  for  conveyance 
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pursuant  to  Sec.  14(a)  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act: 

Seward  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 

T.  7  S.,  R.  46  W„ 

Sec.  25,  all. 

Containing  approximately  640  acres. 

The  conveyance  issued  for  the  surface 
estate  of  the  lands  described  above 
shall  contain  the  following  reservation 
to  the  United  States: 

The  subsurface  estate  therein,  and  all 
rights,  privileges,  immunities,  and 
appurtenances,  of  whatsoever  nature, 
accruing  unto  said  estate  pursuant  to  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  704;  43 

U. S.C.  1601, 1613(f)). 

There  are  no  easements  to  be 
reserved  to  the  United  States  pursuant 
to  Sec.  17(b)  of  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act. 

The  grant  of  lands  shall  be  subject  to: 

1.  Issuance  of  a  patent  confirming  the 
boundary  description  of  the  lands 
hereinabove  granted  after  approval  and 
filing  by  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  of  the  official  plat  of 
survey  covering  such  lands; 

2.  Valid  existing  rights  therein,  if  any, 
including  but  not  limited  to  those 
created  by  any  lease  (including  a  lease 
issued  under  Sec.  6(g)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1958  (72  Stat. 

339,  341;  48  U.S.C.  Ch.  2,  Sec.  6(g))), 
contract,  permit,  right-of-way,  or 
easement,  and  the  right  of  the  lessee, 
contractee,  permittee,  or  grantee  to  the 
complete  enjoyment  of  all  rights, 
privileges,  and  benefits  thereby  granted 
to  him.  Further,  pursuant  to  Sec.  17(b)(2) 
of  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement 
Act  of  December  18, 1971  (43  U.S.C. 

1601, 1616(b)(2))  (ANCSA),  any  valid 
existing  right  recognized  by  ANCSA 
shall  continue  to  have  whatever  right  of 
access  as  is  now  provided  for  under 
existing  law;  and 

3.  Requirements  of  Sec.  14(c)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  703;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1613(c)),  that  the  grantee 
hereunder  convey  those  portions,  if  any, 
of  the  lands  hereinabove  granted,  as  are 
prescribed  in  said  section. 

The  village  of  New  Stuyahok  has  been 
reallocated  650  acres  of  land  pursuant  to 
Sec.  12(b)  of  the  Alaska  Native  Claims 
Settlement  Act.  To  date,  approximately 
640  acres  of  the  12(b)  reallocation  have 
been  approved  for  conveyance.  The 
remaining  entitlement  of  approximately 
10  acres  will  be  conveyed  at  a  later 
date. 

Pursuant  to  Sec.  14(f)  of  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act, 
conveyance  of  the  subsurface  estate  of 
the  lands  described  above  shall  be 
granted  to  the  Bristol  Bay  Native 


Corporation  when  conveyance  is 
granted  to  Stuyahok  Limited  for  the 
surface  estate,  and  shall  be  subject  to 
the  same  conditions  as  the  surface 
conveyance. 

There  were  no  inland  water  bodies 
considered  to  be  navigable  within  the 
above-described  lands. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
regulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  of 
this  decision  is  being  published  once  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  once  a  week, 
for  four  (4)  consecutive  weeks,  in  the 
Anchorage  Times. 

Any  party  claiming  a  property  interest 
in  lands  affected  by  this  decision,  an 
agency  of  the  Federal  government,  or 
regional  corporation  may  appeal  the 
decision  to  the  Alaska  Native  Claims 
Appeal  Board,  provided,  however, 
pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  96-487,  this  decision 
constitutes  the  final  administrative 
determination  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  concerning  navigability  of  water 
bodies. 

Appeals  should  be  filed  with  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Appeal  Board, 

P.O.  Box  2433,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99510, 
with  a  copy  served  upon  both  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Alaska 
State  Office,  701  C  Street,  Box  13, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99513,  and  the 
Regional  Solicitor,  Office  of  the 
Solicitor,  510  L  Street,  "Suite  408, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501.  The  time 
limits  for  filing  an  appeal  are: 

1.  Parties  receiving  service  of  this 
decision  shall  have  30  days  from  the 
receipt  of  this  decision  to  file  an  appeal. 

2.  Unknown  parties,  parties  unable  to 
be  located  after  reasonable  efforts  have 
been  expended  to  locate,  and  parties 
who  failed  or  refused  to  sign  the  return 
receipt  shall  have  until  April  24, 1981  to 
file  an  appeal. 

Any  party  known  or  unknown  who  is 
adversely  affected  by  this  decision  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  waived  those  rights 
which  were  adversely  affected  unless  an 
appeal  is  timely  filed  with  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Appeal  Board. 

To  avoid  summary  dismissal  of  the 
appeal,  there  must  be  strict  compliance 
with  the  regulations  governing  such 
appeals.  Further  information  on  the 
manner  of  and  requirements  of  filing  an 
appeal  may  be  obtained  from  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  701  C  Street,  Box 
13,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513. 

If  an  appeal  is  taken,  the  adverse 
parties  to  be  served  are: 

State  of  Alaska,  Department  of  Natural 

Resources,  Division  of  Research  and 

Development,  323  East  Fourth 

Avenue,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501 
Stuyahok,  Limited,  New  Stuyahok, 

Alaska  99636 


Bristol  Bay  Native  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
198,  Dillingham,  Alaska  99576 
Ann  ]ohnson. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Adjudication. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9143  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Arizona;  Safford  District  Advisory 
Council;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  94-579  and  43  CFR  Part 
1780,  that  a  meeting  of  the  Safford 
District  Advisory  Council  will  be  held 
May  14,  1981  at  Safford,  Arizona  at  10:00 
a.m.  at  the  Safford  District  Office,  425 
East  4th  Street,  Safford,  Arizona. 

Agenda  for  the  meeting  will  include: 

1.  Safford  District  Modified  Fire 
Suppression  Plan. 

2.  Snowbird  Use  (Accommodating 
Facilities). 

3.  State  Director’s  Resource 
Management  Plan  (RMP)  Guidelines. 

4.  Gila  Resource  Area  RMP 
Preplanning  Analysis. 

5.  Gila-Peloncillo  Habitat 
Management  Plan. 

6.  Winkelman  Management 
Framework  Plan  Decisions. 

7.  Wilderness  Program. 

8.  Business  from  the  floor. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  make  oral 
statements  to  the  council  between  1:00 
p.m.  and  2:00  p.m.  A  written  copy  of  the 
oral  statement  must  be  provided  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  presentation.  Written 
statements  may  also  be  filed  for  the 
council’s  consideration.  Anyone  wishing 
to  make  an  oral  statement  must  notify 
the  District  Manager  at  the  above 
address  by  May  13, 1981.  Depending 
upon  the  number  of  persons  wishing  to 
make  an  oral  statement,  a  pre-person 
time  limit  may  be  considered. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  meeting  will 
be  maintained  in  the  district  office  and 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
and  reproduction  (within  regular 
business  hours)  within  30  days  following 
the  meeting. 

Fritz  U.  Rennebaum, 

Acting  District  Manager. 

March  18, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9089  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am! 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Idaho  Falls  District;  Medicine  Lodge 
Resource  Management  Plan  and 
Environmental  Impact  Statement; 
Notice  of  Intent 

In  accordance  with  43  CFR  1601.3(g), 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Idaho 
Falls  District,  intends  to  begin  the 
preparation  of  a  Resource  Management 
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Plan  (RMP)  and  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  for  the  Medicine  Lodge 
Resource  Area  located  in  eastern  Idaho. 
The  area  encompasses  portions  or  all  of 
Bonneville,  Clark,  Fremont,  Jefferson, 
Madison,  and  Teton  counties. 
Approximately  800,000  acres  of  public 
land  are  in  the  area. 

The  general  types  of  issues 
anticipated  are  grazing/ wildlife 
competition,  recreation  use,  wilderness, 
mineral  activity,  timber  management, 
and  land  tenure. 

The  disciplines  to  be  represented  on 
the  interdisciplinary  team  include,  range 
management,  recreation,  wildlife  and 
fisheries  biology,  geology,  forestry, 
archaeology,  soils  and  watershed,  lands, 
social  science  and  economics. 

Public  participation  during  the  issue 
identification  phase  of  the  planning 
process  will  be  accomplished  through  3 
public  meetings  in  Dubois,  St.  Anthony 
and  Idaho  Falls  in  early  June.  In 
addition  information  and  response  mail- 
out  forms  will  be  used  as  well  as 
personal  contact  with  individuals, 
organizations  and  agencies. 

Further  information  and  documents 
pertaining  to  the  planning  process  may 
be  obtained  from  O’ dell  A.  Frandsen, 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  940  Lincoln  Road,  Idaho 
Falls,  Idaho  83401.  Telephone  (208-529- 
1020). 

Dated:  March  17, 1981. 

O’dell  A.  Frandsen, 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9090  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


[OR  20290  (WASH)] 

Washington;  Proposed  Continuation  of 
Withdrawal 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  proposes 
that  the  existing  land  withdrawal  made 
by  the  Executive  Order  of  September  29, 
1919,  be  continued  in  its  entirety  as  to 
the  following  described  land  for  a  20- 
year  period,  pursuant  to  Section  204  of 
the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  October  21, 1976, 90 
Stat.  2751,  43  U.S.C.  1714: 

Willamette  Meridian 

Public  Water  Reserve  No.  67 
T.  25  N..  R.  25  E., 

Sec.  35,  N1/2SW,/4,  S\NV*S\NV*. 

Containing  120.00  acres  in  Douglas  County, 
Washington. 

The  purpose  of  the  withdrawal  is  to 
protect  an  existing  permanent  water 
source.  The  land  is  currently  segregated 
from  operation  of  the  public  land  laws 
generally,  including  non-metalliferous 


mineral  location  under  the  mining  laws, 
but  not  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  No 
change  is  proposed  in  the  purpose  or 
segregative  effect  of  the  withdrawal. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
opportunity  for  a  public  hearing  is 
afforded  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  withdrawal  continuation.  All 
interested  persons  who  desire  to  be 
heard  on  the  proposal  must  submit  a 
written  request  for  a  hearing  to  the 
undersigned  on  or  before  April  27, 1981. 
Upon  determination  by  the  State 
Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
that  a  public  hearing  will  be  held,  a 
notice  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  giving  the  time  and  place  of 
such  hearing.  In  lieu  of  or  in  addition  to 
attendance  at  a  scheduled  public 
hearing,  written  comments  or  objections 
to  the  proposed  withdrawal 
continuation  may  be  filed  with  the 
undersigned  officer  on  or  before  April 
27, 1981. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  undertake 
such  investigations  as  are  necessary  to 
determine  the  existing  and  potential 
demand  for  the  land  and  its  resources. 
He  will  review  the  withdrawal 
rejustification  to  insure  that 
continuation  would  be  consistent  with 
the  statutory  objectives  of  the  programs 
for  which  the  land  is  dedicated;  the  area 
involved  is  the  mininum  essential  to 
meet  the  desired  needs;  the  maximum 
concurrent  utilization  of  the  land  is 
provided  for;  and  an  agreement  is 
reached  on  the  concurrent  management 
of  the  land  and  its  resources.  He  will 
also  prepare  a  report  for  consideration 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the 
president,  and  Congress,  who  will 
determine  whether  or  not  the 
withdrawal  will  be  continued  and  if  so, 
for  how  long.  The  final  detremination  on 
the  continuation  of  the  withdrawal  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  existing  withdrawal  will  continue 
until  such  final  determination  is  made. 

All  communications  in  connection 
with  this  proposed  withdrawal 
continuation  should  be  addressed  to  the 
undersigned  officer,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  P.O.  Box  2965,  Portland,  Oregon 
97208. 

Dated:  March  16, 1981. 

Champ  C.  Vaughan,  Jr., 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9091  Filed  3-25-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Winnemucca  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  92-463  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Winnemucca  District  Grazing  Board  will 
be  held  on  May  5, 1981.  The  meeting  will 
begin  at  10:00  A.M.  in  the  conference 
room  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Office  at  705  East  Fourth 
Street,  Winnemucca,  Nevada. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include: 

1.  Range  Improvements 

2.  Discussion  of  comments  received  on 
Paradise/De'nio  Draft  EIS 

3.  Coordinated  Resource  Management 
Planning 

4.  Wild  Horse  and  Burros 

5.  Sonoma/Gerlach  EIS 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  make  oral 
statements  to  the  Board  between  1:00 
and  2:00  P.M.  on  May  5, 1981  or  file 
written  statements  for  the  Board’s 
consideration.  Anyone  wishing  to  make 
an  oral  statement  must  notify  the 
District  Manager,  705  East  Fourth  Street, 
Winnemucca,  Nevada  89445,  by  April 
21, 1981.  Depending  on  the  number  of 
persons  wishing  to  make  oral 
statements,  a  per  person  time  limit  may 
be  established  by  the  District  Manager. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  Board 
meeting  will  be  maintained  in  the 
District  Office  and  available  for  public 
inspection  (during  regular  business 
hours)  within  30  days  following  the 
meeting. 

Dated:  March  17, 1981. 

Frank  C.  Shields, 

District  Manager  for  State  Director.  Nevada. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9092  Filed  3-25-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

Part-Time  Career  Employment 
Program 

agency:  Department  of  the  Interior. 
ACTION:  Final  instructions  and 
requirements  implementing  the  Federal 
Employees  Part-Time  Career 
Employment  Act  of  1978. 

SUMMARY:  These  instructions  and 
requirements  will  govern  the  operation 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior’s  (DOI) 
part-time  career  employment  program 
and  will  be  incorporated  as  a  permanent 
part  of  the  DOI  Departmental  Manual 
(Part  370,  Chapter  340)  as  prescribed  by 
Pub.  L.  95-437,  the  Federal  Employees 
Part-Time  Career  Employment  Act  of 
1978  (5  U.S.C.  3401  et  seq.). 

The  Act  narrows  the  definition  of 
part-time  career  employment  in  the 
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Federal  government  from  scheduled 
work  of  less  than  40  hours  per  week  to 
scheduled  work  of  beween  16  and  32 
hours  per  week.  The  Act  requires  most 
Federal  agencies  to  expand  part-time 
employment  opportunities,  and  changes 
the  personnel  ceiling  and  fringe  benefit 
provisions  governing  part-time  career 
Federal  employees. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  18. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Donna  Waters,  Division  of  Employment, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Office  of 
Personnel,  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240,  (202) 
343-7764. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

On  May  28, 1980,  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  (DOI)  published  proposed 
instructions  to  govern  the 
implementation  of  a  part-time  career 
employment  program  within  DOI,  as 
required  by  Pub.  L.  95-437,  the  Federal 
Employees  Part-Time  Career 
Employment  act  of  1978  (5  U.S.C.  3401  et 
seq.),  and  invited  comments  from  the 
public  on  its  proposed  instructions. 
Comments  were  received  from  several 
union  organizations  and  individual 
employees  within  DOI.  As  a  result  of 
comments  and  suggestions  received 
during  the  prescribed  60  day  comment 
period,  DOI  will  modify  its  initial 
proposal  to  reflect  the  following  issues 
discussed  below. 

370  DM  340, 1.6B  Part-Time  Career 
Employment  Practices 

The  majority  of  the  comments  on  this 
paragraph  were  received  from  bureau 
personnel  offices.  Sentence  number  two 

(2)  gave  the  reader  the  strict  impression 
that  management  will  advertise  all 
positions  that  b  come  vacant  and 
review  them  for  feasibility  of  utilizing 
part-time  career  appointments.  It  is  the 
Department  of  the  Interior’s  decision 
that  the  language  used  in  this  sentence 
should  not  reference  mandatory 
advertisements  of  all  vacancies. 
However,  the  sentence  should  reflect 
that  management  shall  use  the 
principles  set  forth  in  the  merit 
promotion  plan  to  fill  vacant  positions. 
Consequently,  the  consideration  of 
reassignments  transfers,  etc.  will  be 
permitted  and  remain  a  prerogative  of 
management. 

Other  comments  on  this  paragraph 
alluded  to  the  Part-Time  Coordinator 
making  decisions  to  approve  or  deny 
requests  from  employees  to  convert 
from  full-time  to  part-time  schedules 
without  prior  management  input. 
Managers  and  supervisors  would  only 
be  able  to  provide  input  to  the 


Coordinator  for  his  or  her  approval  on 
the  conversion.  A  suggestion  was  made 
that  managers  and  supervisors  have 
responsibility  for  approving  or  denying 
employee  requests  for  conversion  to 
part-time  and  informing  the  Coordinator 
of  their  decision.  This  comment  was 
accepted  and  370  DM  340, 1.6B  was 
amended  to  reflect  the  change. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
examined  and  considered  all  the 
coinments  brought  to  its  attention  during 
the  60  day  public  comment  period. 

Accordingly,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  is  issuing  final  instructions 
governing  the  operation  of  its  part-time 
career  employment  program  and 
incorporating  these  requirements  as 
prescribed  by  Pub.  L.  95-437  as  set  forth 
below. 

Dated:  March  18, 1981. 

Richard  R.  Hite, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Department  of  the  Interior  Departmental 
Manual 

Personnel — 370  DM  Addition  to  FPM 
Chapter  340 — Part-Time  Employment 
Program— 370  DM  340.1.1 

Subchapter  1.  General  Provisions. 

1.1  Purpose.  These  instructions  implement 
Pub.  L.  95-437,  the  Federal  Employees  Part- 
Time  Career  Employment  Act  of  1978,  by 
establishing  a  continuing  program  in  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  (DOI)  to  provide 
career  part-time  employment  opportunities. 

1.2  Definitions.  Part-time  career 
employment  means  regularly  scheduled  work 
of  from  16  to  32  hours  per  week  performed  by 
employees  in  competitive  or  excepted 
positions  in  tenure  groups  I  or  II,  except 
positions  for  which  basic  pay  is  fixed  at  a 
rate  equal  to  or  greater  than  the  minimum 
rate  fixed  for  grade  GS-16. 

A.  Tenure  group  I  includes  employees 
serving  under  career  appointments  in  the 
competitive  service  who  either  have 
completed  a  probationary  period  or  are  not 
required  to  serve  a  probationary  period.  It 
also  includes  permanent  employees  in  the 
excepted  service  whose  appointments  carry 
no  restrictions  or  conditions  such  as  a  trial 
period. 

B.  Tenure  group  II  includes  employees  in 
the  competitive  service  who  are  serving  on  a 
probationary  period  under  both  career- 
conditional  and  career  appointments.  It  also 
includes  employees  in  the  excepted  service 
who  are  serving  trial  periods  (or  whose 
tenure  is  like  career-conditional  tenure  in  the 
competitive  service). 

1.3  Policy.  Many  individuals  in  our 
society  possess  great  productive  potential 
which  goes  unused  because  they  cannot  meet 
the  requirements  of  a  standard  workweek.  To 
provide  increased  part-time  career 
employment  opportunities  for  such  people,  it 
is  the  policy  of  the  DOI  to  provide  part-time 
career  employment  opportunities  in  positions 
through  grade  GS-15  of  the  General  Schedule 
(or  equivalent)  and  in  hourly  paid  blue-collar 
positions,  subject  to  agency  resource  and 
mission  requirements. 


1.4  Scope.  The  provisions  of  these 
instructions  are  applicable  to  all  DOI  offices 
at  headquarters  and  in  the  field;  and  to  all 
persons  newly  appointed  as  part-time 
permanent  employees  after  April  7, 1979. 
Part-time  employees  hired  prior  to  April  8, 
1979,  are  excluded  from  coverage,  unless 
there  is  a  break  in  their  part-time 
employment  after  April  7, 1979. 

1.5  Program  Coordination.  The  Director  of 
Personnel,  Office  of  Personnel,  is  responsible 
for  overall  administration  of  the  DOI  part- 
time  career  employment  program. 

Chapter  340  Part-Time  Employment  Program 
370  DM  340, 1.5 A 

A.  The  Chief,  Division  of  Employment, 
Office  of  Personnel,  by  delegation  from  the 
Director  of  Personnel,  serves  as  the 
Departmental  coordinator  and  is  responsible 
for: 

(1)  Providing  Departmentwide  coordination 
of  program  operations. 

(2)  Overseeing  implementation  and 
operation  of  program  goals  and  timetables 
throughout  the  Department. 

(3)  Preparing  required  consolidated  agency 
reports  on  part-time  employment. 

(4)  Responding  to  bureau  requests  for 
advice  and  assistance  on  part-time 
employment. 

B.  The  head  of  each  bureau  (and  bureau 
level  office)  is  responsible  for: 

(1)  Establishing  a  part-time  employment 
program  consistent  with  the  intent  of  Pub.  L 
95-437,  and  DOI  requirements. 

(2)  Ensuring  that  managers,  supervisors, 
and  employees  are  appropriately  informed  of 
the  basic  requirements  of  part-time  career 
employment;  and  informed  of  position 
management  and  work  assignment 
techniques  that  can  lead  to  the  most 
productive  use  of  part-time  workers. 

(3)  Designating  a  bureau  coordinator  for 
the  program  who  will,  as  appropriate: 

(a)  consult  on  the  bureau’s  part-time 
employment  program  with  interested  parties 
in  special  emphasis  areas  (Federal  Women’s 
Program  and  Hispanic  Employment  Program 
Managers,  Selective  Placement  Program 
Coordinators,  etc.)  and  with  employee 
organizations;  maintain  liaison  with  groups 
interested  in  promoting  part-time 
employment  opportunities. 

(b)  respond  to  requests  for  advice  and 
assistance  on  part-time  employment  within 
the  agency. 

(c)  monitor  progress  in  expanding  part-time 
employment  opportunities. 

(d)  report  on  part-time  employment  as 
required  by  DOI  and  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  (OPM). 

Chapter  340  Part-Time  Employment  Program 
370  DM  340.1.5C 

C.  The  DOI  will  report  twice  a  year  to  the 
Office  of  Personnel  Management  on  the  part- 
time  employment  program  (0218-OPM-SA). 
The  program  will  be  reviewed  through 
internal  personnel  management  evaluations. 

1 .6  Part-  Time  Career  Employment 
Practices.  Goals  and  timetables  must  be 
established  for  all  bureau  programs. 

A.  On  on  annual  basis,  as  apart  of  the 
human  resource  and  budget  process, 
management  will  set  organizational  goals  for 
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establishing  part-time  career  positions  or 
converting  full-time  positions  to  part-time, 
and  develop  a  time-table  setting  forth  interim 
and  final  deadlines  for  achieving  the  goals. 
Decisions  on  part-time  employment  will  be 
based  on  such  factors  as  mission, 
occupational  mix,  workload  fluctuations, 
affirmative  action,  geographic  dispersion, 
effect  on  providing  services  to  the  public,  and 
employee  interest  in  part-time  employment. 

B.  Positions  which  become  vacant  shall  be 
reviewed  for  feasibility  of  utilizing  part-time 
career  appointments.  Part-time  positions  will 
be  advertised  in  accordance  with  the 
principles  set  forth  in  the  merit  promotion 
plan  to  fill  vacancies.  Employees  may  request 
and  receive  consideration  to  switch  from  full¬ 
time  to  part-time  schedules.  Requests  to 
convert  from  full-time  to  part-time  should  be 
addressed  in  writing  to  the  employee’s 
immediate  supervisor  and  include  all  reasons 
for  the  request.  The  immediate  supervisor  or 
manager  with  input  from  the  bureau 
coordinator  will  decide  whether  or  not  to 
grant  the  request.  Employees  requesting  a 
change  from  full-time  to  part-time 
employment  will  be  advised  by  their 
servicing  personnel  office  of  effects  on  pay 
and  fringe  benefits. 

C.  Career  part-time  employees  are  entitled 
to  coverage  under  the  Federal  Employees 
Group  Life  Insurance  and  Federal  Employees 
Health  Benefits  Programs.  The  Government 
contribution  for  health  insurance  of  eligible 
part-time  employees  will  be  prorated  on  the 
basis  of  the  fraction  of  a  full-time  schedule 
worked,  as  provided  by  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  regulations. 

D.  Effective  Fiscal  Year  1981,  DOI  will  be 
required  to  count  permanent  part-time 
employees  on  a  fractional  basis  against  end- 
of-year  personnel  ceilings.  For  example,  a 
permanent  employee  with  a  work  schedule  of 
20  hours  per  week  will  count  only  V2  an 
employee  against  the  employment  ceiling  for 
September  30, 1981. 

E.  Effective  Fiscal  Year  1982,  all  agencies 
(excluding  the  U.S.  Postal  Service)  will  shift 
to  a  full-time  equivalent/work  year  (FTE) 
system  of  ceiling  allocation  and  control  for 
all  employment  subject  to  ceiling. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9087  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  dm] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-10-M 


Privacy  Act  of  1974—Revision  and 
Update  of  Notices  of  Systems  of 
Records 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  80-25223,  appearing  at 
page  55831  in  the  issue  for  Thursday, 
August  21, 1980,  make  the  following 
change: 

On  page  55839,  the  center  column,  the 
material  under  the  heading  "System 
Manager(s)  and  Address:’’  should  read 
as  set  forth  below: 

For  the  Office  of  the  Secretary:  Staff 
Assistant,  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary — Policy,  Budget,  and 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240.  (2)  For 
the  Office  of  the  Solicitor: 


Administrative  Officer,  Office  of  the 
Solicitor,  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240.  (3)  For 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals: 
Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
4015  Wilson  Blvd.,  Arlington,  Virginia 
22203.  (4)  For  the  Office  of  Water 
Research  and  Technology,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  18th  and  C 
Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 

Colorado-Big  Thompson  Project; 
Proposed  Green  Mountain  Reservoir 
Operating  Policy 

The  Water  and  Power  Resources 
Service  (formerly,  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation)  has  the  responsibility  to 
operate  and  maintain  the  Colorado-Big 
Thompson  Project  in  accordane  with  the 
provisions  of  Senate  Document  80  (Act 
of  August  9, 1937,  50  Stat.  564).  The 
Regional  Director,  Lower  Missouri 
Region,  proposes  a  policy  whereby 
water  would  be  made  available  from  the 
storage  capacity  of  Green  Mountain 
Reservoir,  Colorado-Big  Thompson 
Project,  Colorado.  This  notice  only 
announces  the  proposed  operating 
policy  and  does  not  declare  intent  to 
begin  formal  contract  negotiations  for 
water  service  from  Green  Mountain 
Reservoir.  After  a  period  of  45  days  for 
public  review  and  comment  of  the 
proposed  operating  policy,  the  final 
Green  Mountain  Reservoir  operating 
policy  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Notices  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  prior  to  formal 
negotiations  for  any  potential  contracts. 

The  proposed  operating  policy 
specifically  defines  the  water  supply 
and  water  service  operations  available 
from  Green  Mountain  Dam  and 
Reservoir,  defines  the  processes  and 
costs  by  which  water  users  may 
subordinate  power  generation  for  their 
water  supply  needs,  and  provides  a 
solution  for  repayment  of  reimbursable 
costs  for  the  dam  and  reservoir. 

The  Water  and  Power  Resources 
Service  constructed  Green  Mountain 
Dam  and  Powerplant  as  features  of  the 
Colorado-Big  Thompson  Project.  The 
Colorado-Big  Thompson  Project  was 
recommended  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  and  approved  by  the  President 
on  December  21, 1937,  pursuant  to 
section  4  of  the  Act  of  June  25, 1910  (36 
Stat.  835),  and  Subsection  B  of  Section  4 
of  the  Fact  Finders’  Act  (Act  of 
December  5, 1924,  43  Stat.  672). 

Funds  for  construction  of  the  project 
were  appropriated  by  the  Interior 


Department  Appropriation  Act  of  1938 
(Act  of  August  9, 1937,  50  Stat.  564). 
Senate  Document  80,  under  the  heading 
entitled  “Manner  of  Operation  of  Project 
Facilities  and  Auxiliary  Features," 
paragraph  number  5,  provides  for 
construction  and  operation  of  Green 
Mountain  Reservoir. 

Green  Mountain  Reservoir,  located  on 
the  Blue  River,  a  tributary  of  the 
Colorado  River  in  north-central 
Colorado,  was  initially  operated  in  1947. 
The  action  United  States  v.  Northern 
Colorado  Water  Conservancy  District  et 
al.,  Civil  Nos.  2782,  5016,  and  5017  in  the 
United  States  District  Court,  Colorado 
District,  has  interpreted  portions  of 
Senate  Document  80.  Those 
interpretations  have  recognized  the 
rights  of  users  in  the  Colorado  River 
Basin  for  multiple-purpose  use  of  the 
water  stored  in  Green  Mountain 
Reservoir. 

The  public  is  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  on  this  proposed  operating 
policy  for  Green  Mountain  Reservoir. 

The  Regional  Director,  Lower  Missouri 
Region,  will  review  comements 
submitted  and,  based  on  the  number, 
source,  and  nature  of  the  comments,  will 
decide  whether  to  hold  a  public  hearing. 
The  final  operating  policy  will  be 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  interior 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
All  comments  concerning  this  proposed 
operating  policy  should  be  directed 
within  45  days  of  this  notice  to  Mr. 
Robert  Berling,  Project  Manager,  Water 
and  Power  Resources  Service,  South 
Platte  River  Projects,  P.O.  Box  995, 
Loveland,  Colorado  80537. 

Proposed  Operating  Policy 

1.  Green  Mountain  Reservoir  has  a 
total  storage  capacity  of  153,639  acre- 
feet  of  water.  Of  that  total  capacity, 
52,000  acre-feet  is  reserved  for 
replacement  of  water  diverted  to  the 
Eastern  Slope  through  Colorado-Big 
Thompson  Project  operations.  The 
remaining  water  is  used  primarily  for 
hydropower  generation  purposes  and  is 
available  for  irrigation,  domestic, 
municipal,  and  industrial  uses. 

2.  Water  uses  are  defined  in  four 
cateogries.  Irrigation  is  water  used  for 
commercially  grown  agricultural  crops. 
Domestic  water  is  used  for  household 
purposes,  watering  farm  livestock, 
poultry,  domestic  animals,  and  home 
gardens  and  lawns.  Municipal  water  is 
used  for  municipal  corporations  and 
their  inhabitants  to  promote  life,  safety, 
health,  comfort,  and  business  pursuits. 
Municipal  purposes  do  not  include 
irrigation  of  crops  within  the  corporate 
boundaries.  Industrial  water  is  used  for 
business  concerns  either  directly  or 
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indirectly  in  manufacturing  or  mining 
processes. 

3.  Water  will  be  released  from  Green 
Mountain  Reservoir  to  replace  out-of- 
priority  Colorado-Big  Thompson  Project 
diversions  and  to  make  up  natural  flow 
shortages  in  the  Colorado  River. 

Releases  are  made  to  provide  a  flow  of 

1.250  cubic  feet  per  second  at  the  site  of 
the  Shoshone  Diversion  Dam.  That  flow 
is  measured  at  the  stream  gage  at 
Dotsero,  Colorado.  The  releases  shall  be 
administered  as  natural  flows  by  the 
Colorado  Division  of  Water  Resources 
Division  Engineer. 

a.  Releases  may  be  called  by  the 
Division  Engineer  from  the  52,000  acre- 
foot  replacement  pool  only  in  quantities 
corresponding  to  the  amount  stored  or 
diverted  out  of  priority  for  Colorado-Big 
Thompson  Project  use,  up  to  1,250  cubic 
feet  per  second  measured  at  the  Dotsero 
gage. 

Releases  from  the  100,000  acre-foot 
power  pool  will  make  up  natural  flow 
shortages  up  to  the  specified  flow  of 

1.250  cubic  feet  per  second  at  the 
Dotsero  gage  from  April  15  through 
October  15.  The  Division  Engineer  shall 
administer  these  releases  as  natural 
flow.  The  releases  are  available  for 
downstream  users  without  charge. 

4.  The  purpose  and  nature  of  releases 
from  the  100.000  acre-foot  power  pool,  in 
excess  of  what  is  required  to  maintain 

1,250  cubic  feet  per  second  at  the 
Dotsero  gage,  will  be  determined  by  the 
Regional  Director,  Lower  Missouri 
Region.  The  Regional  Director  will 
consult  with  the  Regional  Director, 

Upper  Colorado  Region,  for  that 
determination.  Absent  a  determination 
otherwise,  such  releases  shall  be  made 
at  times  and  in  quantities  dictated  by 
power  requirements  of  the  Colorado-Big 
Thompson  Project.  When  water  in 
addition  to  the  amount  required  to 
provide  1.250  cubic  feet  per  second  at 
Dotsero  is  released  solely  for  power 
generation  from  the  100,000  acre-foot 
power  pool,  such  water  shall  be 
considered  as  natural  flow  and 
available  without  charge  for 
downstream  users. 

5.  When  water  in  addition  to  the 
amount  required  to  provide  1.250  cubic 
feet  per  second  at  Dotsero  is  released 
primarily  to  meet  certain  users’  needs 
and  not  to  generate  power,  although 
power  may  be  generated,  then  an 
agreement  will  be  required  between  the 
users  and  the  Regional  Director,  Lower 
Missouri  Region,  subordinating  power 
generation  to  the  users’  need.  If  the  uses 
are  for  irrigation  and  domestic  purposes, 
then  subordination  charges  would  only 
include  a  portion  of  the  operation  and 
maintenance  costs  of  Green  Mountain 
Dam  and  Reservoir  plus  the  cost  of 


providing  replacement  power  or  paying 
the  difference  between  the  cost  of 
replacement  power  and  the  revenues 
received  from  the  power  generated  by 
the  water  releases  to  the  user.  Power 
interference  charges  would  be  less  if  the 
additional  storage  releases  are  used  for 
power  generation.  The  interference 
charge  would  be  required  due  to  the 
lower  power  head  and  lower  releases 
during  the  winter  months.  If  the  uses  are 
for  industrial  or  municipal  purposes,  the 
Regional  Director,  Lower  Missouri 
Region,  after  consultation  with  the 
Regional  Director,  Upper  Colorado 
Region,  may  establish  additional  water 
service  charges  for  repayment  of 
construction  costs.  Power  interference 
and  operation  and  maintenance  charges 
would  be  determined  annually  by  the 
Regional  Director,  Lower  Missouri 
Region. 

6.  Agreements,  under  the  same  terms 
and  conditions  mentioned  in  paragraph 
5,  may  be  made  with  water  users 
upstream  of  the  Dotsero  gage  but 
downstream  from  Green  Mountain 
Reservoir. 

7.  Agreements  may  be  made  with 
water  users  above  Green  Mountain 
Reservoir  where  service  can  be  effected. 
Such  agreements  would  provide  for 
power  interference  charges  similar  in 
principle  to  the  stipulations  and  decrees 
in  the  action  United  States  v.  Northern 
Colorado  Water  Conservancy  District  et 
al..  Civil  Nos.  2782,  5016,  and  5017.  A 
charge  would  be  imposed  for  operation 
and  maintenance  and,  except  for 
irrigation  and  domestic  uses,  a  water 
service  charge  for  repayment  of  project 
construction  costs  would  also  be 
imposed.  Due  to  the  physical  location  of 
Dillion  Reservoir  and  the  rights  of  the 
Denver  Board  of  Water  Commissioners, 
a  firm  water  supply  from  Green 
Mountain  Reservoir  may  not  be  possible 
for  potential  upstream  contractors 
without  alternate  storage  or  an 
exchange  arrangement  with  the  Denver 
Board  of  Water  Commissioners. 

8.  The  Regional  Director,  Lower 
Missouri  Region,  in  consultation  with 
the  Regional  Director,  Upper  Colorado 
Region,  will  determine  the  amount  and 
uses  of  water  released  in  excess  of  the 
quantity  needed  to  maintain  1,250  cubic 
feet  per  second  at  the  Dotsero  gage  on  a 
long-term  and  a  short-term  basis.  Such 
uses  shall  be  presented  to  the  Colorado 
Water  Conservation  Board  for 
concurrence;  however,  lack  of 
concurrence  shall  not  preclude 
implementation.  Agreements  will  be 
made  on  a  first-come,  first-served  basis. 

9.  Revenues  resulting  from  such 
arrangements  will  be  credited  to  the 
operation  and  maintenance  costs  of 
Green  Mountain  Dam  and  Reservoir, 


power  replacement,  and  to  the 
repayment  of  appropriate  project  costs. 

Dated:  March  20, 1981. 

Clifford  I.  Barrett, 

Assistant  Commissioner ,  Water  and  Power 
Resources. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9214  Filed  3-25-81;  8.45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-09-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.247. 
Special  rule  247  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  July  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
45539.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.247(B).  Applications  may  be 
protested  only  on  the  grounds  that 
applicant  is  not  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
provide  the  transportation  service  and 
to  comply  with  the  appropriate  statutes 
and  Commission  regulations.  A  copy  of 
any  application,  together  with 
applicant's  supporting  evidence,  can  be 
obtained  from  any  applicant  upon 
request  and  payment  to  applicant  of  $10. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.s.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
interest  in  the  form  of  verified 
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statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statment  in 
rebuttal  to  any  statement  in  opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract”. 

Volume  No.  OP2-050 

Decided  March  17, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members  Parker,  Chandler  and  Taylor. 

MC  154603,  filed  January  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  SPRINGMEIER  SHIPPING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  1123  Hadley  St.,  St. 
Louis,  MO  63101.  Representative:  R.  F. 
Koreger  (same  address  as  applicant), 
314-241-0860.  As  a  broker  of  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods,), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9082  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 


and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract". 

Volume  No.  OPY4-032 

Decided:  March  16, 1981. 


By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  104967  (Sub-14),  filed  February  25, 
1981.  Applicant:  TIGHE  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  45  Holton  St.,  Winchester,  MA 
01890.  Representative:  David  M. 
Marshall,  101  State  St. — Suite  304, 
Springfield,  MA  01103,  (413)  732-1132. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  Middlesex  County, 
MA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CT,  RI,  VT,  NH,  and  ME. 

MC  127247  (Sub-4),  filed  February  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  LELAND  R. 
HAWTHORNE  &  SON,  INC.,  711  Silver 
St.,  Agawam,  MA  01002.  Representative: 
Patrick  A.  Doyle,  60  Robbins  Rd., 
Springfield,  MA  01104,  (413)  737-1476. 
Transporting  lumber  and  wood 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Conrad  Fafard,  Inc.,  of  Agawam,  MA. 

MC  144867  (Sub-7),  filed  February  23. 
1981.  Applicant:  R  &  J  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  929  N.  24th  St.,  Manitowoc,  WI 
54220.  Representative:  Michael  J. 
Wyngaard,  150  E.  Gilman  St.,  Madison, 
WI  53703,  (608)  256-7444.  Transporting 
machinery,  between  points  in 
Outagamie  County,  WI,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  145067  (Sub-9),  filed  March  6, 

1981.  Applicant:  LAWRENCE  E. 

SPAIDE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  111,  Avoca,  PA 
18641.  Representative:  Edward  F.  V. 
Pietrowski,  3300  Birney  Ave.,  Moosic, 

PA  18507.  (717)  343-2126.  Transporting 
metal  products,  between  Detroit,  MI, 
Chicago,  IL,  St.  Louis,  MO,  Atlanta,  CA, 
New  Orleans,  LA,  Tulsa,  OK,  Denver, 
CO,  points  in  Luzerne  and  Allegheny 
Counties,  PA,  Los  Angeles  County,  CA, 
and  Houston  and  Ector  County,  TX,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  145997  (Sub-35),  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  J.E.M.  EQUIPMENT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  396,  Alma,  AR  72921. 
Representative:  Don  Garrison,  P.O.  Box 
1065,  Fayetteville,  AR  72701,  (501)  521- 
8121.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  AR,  LA  and 
TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CA,  ID,  NV,  OR,  UT,  WA  and 
WY. 

MC  148387  (Sub-4),  filed  March  2, 

1981.  Applicant:  S.M.P.,  INC.,  166 
Sitgreaves  St.,  Phillipsburg,  NJ  08865. 
Representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934. 
Transporting  (1)  silicon  carbide  bricks, 
and  (2)  abrasive  grain,  between  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  IA, 
MO,  AR,  and  LA. 

MC  152197,  filed  March,  1981. 
Applicant:  SCENIC 
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TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  6353 
Kingston  Ct.,  New  Orleans,  LA  70114. 
Representative:  Harold  R.  Ainsworth, 
2307  American  Bank  Bldg.,  New 
Orleans.  LA  70130,  (504)  522-7284. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  charter  operations, 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in  LA, 
and  extending  to  points  in  TX,  LA,  MS, 
AL,  AR,  GA,  FL,  and  TN. 

MC 151087  (Sub-4),  filed  March  6, 

1981.  Applicant:  AREA  INTERSTATE 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  15224  Dixie  Hwy., 
Harvey,  IL  60426.  Representative: 

Leonard  R.  Kofkin,  39  So.  LaSalle  St., 
Chicago.  IL  60603,  (312)  236-9375.  . 

Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Western 
Intermodal  Services,  Ltd.,  of  Harvey,  IL. 

MC  154497,  filed  March  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  DAVID  J.  CAVOSSA,  d.b.a.  C 
&  N  TRANSPORT,  92  Third  St.,  Lowell, 
MA  10850.  Representative:  David  J. 
Cavossa  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(617)  453-7437.  Transporting  (1)  pulp, 
paper  and  related  products,  (2)  printed 
matter,  and  (3)  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Crusader  Paperboard  Coverting  Co., 

Inc.,  of  Wilmington,  MA,  Lawrence 
Packaging  Corp.,  and  Lawrence 
Paperboard  Corp.,  both  of  Lawrence, 

MA,  and  The  Prince  Co.,  of  Lowell,  MA. 

MC  154517  (Sub-1),  filed  March  4, 

1981.  Applicant:  AMERICAN  TRAINCO, 
INC.,  5021  Chase  St.,  Downers  Grove,  IL 
60515.  Representative:  Ronald  N.  Cobert, 
1730  M  St.,  NW.,  Suite  501,  Washington, 
DC  20036,  (202)  296-2900.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  (1)  between  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX,  and  (2)  between 
those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of 
ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
the  U.S.  west  of  ND,  SD,  NE.  KS,  OK. 
and  TX. 

MC  154537,  filed  March  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  HAROLD  COLODNEY,  d.b.a. 
BERGEN  TRANSPORT  CO.,  16 
Industrial  Ave.,  Ridgefield  Park,  NJ 
07660.  Representative:  George  A.  Olsen, 
P.O.  Box  357,  Gladstone, .NJ  07934,  (201) 
435-7140.  Transporting  clay,  concrete, 
glass  or  stone  products,  between  points 
in  Lehigh  and  Northampton  Counties, 
PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
New  York.  NY. 

MC  154547,  filed  February  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  A  &  A  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  1833,  Memphis,  TN  38106. 
Representative:  Bill  R.  Davis,  Suite  101, 
Emerson  Center,  2814  New  Spring  Rd., 
Atlanta,  GA  30339.  (404)  434-3381. 


Transporting  (1)  food  and  related 
products,  and  (2)  chemicals  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  AR,  TN, 

MS,  AL,  LA,  MO,  and  KY. 

MC  154567,  filed  March  6, 1981. 
Applicant:  ELDON  SPENCER,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  489, 1510  N.  High  St.,  Port  Byron,  IL 
61275.  Representative:  Michael  W. 
O’Hara,  300  Reisch  Bldg.,  Springfield,  EL 
62701,  (217)  544-5468.  Transporting 
petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products,  between  points  in  Dubuque, 
Johnson  and  Scott  Counties,  IA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9083  Filed  3-25-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  broker,  freight 
forwarder  or  water  carrier  applications 
are  governed  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  notice  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Failure  to  file  a  protest  within  30  days 
will  be  considered  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  to  the  application.  A  protest 
under  these  rules  shall  comply  with  Rule 
247(e)(3)  of  the  Rules  of  Practice  which 
requires  that  it  set  forth  specifically  the 
grounds  upon  which  it  is  made,  contain 
a  detailed  statement  of  protestant’s 
interest  in  the  proceeding,  as  specifically 
noted  below),  and  specify  with 
particularity  the  facts,  matters,  and 
things  relied  upon.  The  protest  shall  not 
include  issues  or  allegations  phrased 
generally.  A  protestant  shall  include  a 
copy  of  the  specific  portion  of  its 
authority  which  it  believes  to  be  in 
conflict  with  that  sought  in  the 
application,  and  describe  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  this  authority  to  provide  all 
or  part  of  the  service  proposed.  Protests 
not  in  reasonable  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  may  be 
rejected.  The  original  and  one  copy  of 
the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission.  A  copy  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s 
representative,  or  upon  applicant  if  no 
representative  is  named.  If  the  protest 
includes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  the 
request  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(e)(4)  of  the  special  rules  and 
shall  include  the  certification  required  in 
that  section. 


Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend 
timely  to  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  the  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  it  dismissal. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exceptions  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  applicant  has 
demonstrated  that  its  proposed  service 
is  either  (a)  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  or,  (b)  will 
be  consistent  with  the  public  interest 
and  the  transportation  policy  of  49 
U.S.C.  §  10101.  Each  applicant  is  fit, 
willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform  the 
service  proposed  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
specifically  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests,  filed  within  30  days  of 
publication  of  this  decision-notice  (or,  if 
the  application  later  becomes 
unopposed),  appropriate  authority  will 
be  issued  to  each  applicant  (except 
those  with  duly  noted  problems)  upon 
compliance  with  certain  requirements 
which  will  bo  set  forth  in  a  notification 
of  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice. 
To  the  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant's 
existing  authority,  such  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notification  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice, 
or  the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 
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Volume  No.  OP2-049 

Decided:  September  25, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
members  Parker,  Fortier  and  Hill.  (Member 
Hill  not  participating.) 

MC  130342  (Sub-lF),  filed  June  30, 

1080,  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  October  8, 1980,  and 
republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED  TOURS, 
INC.,  2111  University  Ave.,  St.  Paul,  MN 
55114.  Representative:  Andrew  R.  Clark, 
1000  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  To  engage  in 
operations,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  broker,  at  St.  Paul,  MN, 
in  arranging  for  the  transportation,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  between  points  in  the  U.S.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  reflect 
the  correct  territory  sought. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9084  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-0 t-M 


[No.  37427  '] 

Cortex  Pipeline  Co.— Petition  for 
Declaratory  Order— Commission 
Jurisdiction  Over  Transportation  of 
Carbon  Dioxide  by  Pipeline 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Decision. 

SUMMARY:  In  this  decision,  the 
Commission  concludes  that  interstate 
pipeline  transportation  of  carbon 
dioxide  gas  is  not  subject  to  its 
jurisdiction.  This  affirms  the  tentative 
conclusion  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  at  45  FR  85177  on  December  24, 
1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Richard  B.  Felder  or  Jane  F.  Mackall 
(202)  275-7656. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Our 

original  tentative  conclusion  set  forth  in 
the  December  notice  was  based  on  an 
analysis  of  the  plain  meaning  of  the 
pertinent  statute,  formerly  section 
l{l)(b)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
(originally  part  of  the  Hepburn  Act  of 
1906)  and  now  49  U.S.C.  10501(a)(1)(C), 
as  supported  by  the  legislative  history, 
that  all  gas  types  classified  by  origin  or 
source  are  excluded  from  our 
jurisdiction.  Consequently,  carbon 
dioxide  gas,  the  subject  of  the  petitions, 
is  also  excluded,  when  transported  by 
pipeline. 


'  Embraced  in  this  decision  is  No.  37529,  Arco  Oil 
and  Gas  Company — Petition  for  Declaratory 
Order — Jurisdiction  Over  Interstate  Pipeline 
Transportation  of  Carbon  Dioxide. 


The  only  comments  were  filed  by 
Arco  Oil  and  Gas  Company,  one  of  the 
petitioners,  and  it  agrees  with  our 
tentative  conclusion.  Under  these 
circumstances,  we  affirm  our  original 
tentative  conclusion  that  we  do  not  have 
jurisdiction.  No  further  action  is 
required. 

This  decision  does  not  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  conservation  of  energy 
resources  and  will  not  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  small  business. 

It  is  ordered: 

This  proceeding  is  discontinued. 

Decided:  March  18, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Acting  Chairman 
Alexis,  Commissioners  Gresham,  Clapp, 
Trantum,  and  Gilliam 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9152  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-0 1-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.247. 
Special  Rule  247  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
45539.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.247(B).  A  copy  of  any 
application,  together  with  applicant’s 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtained 
from  any  applicant  upon  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 


quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
interest  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
-authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract”. 

Volume  No.  OP4-74, 

Decided  March  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2. 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  117786  (Sub-125),  filed  February  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  RILEY  WHITTLE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  19038,  Phoenix,  AZ  85005. 
Representative:  Baldo  J.  Lutich,  1441  E. 
Thomas  Rd.,  Phoenix,  AZ  85014. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  household  goods,  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  Sumter  County,  GA 
and  Barbour  County,  AL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9154  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-44 


Rerouting  Traffic  Under  Service  Order 
No. 1344 

[ICC  ORDER  NO.  4-A] 

Service  Date:  March  24, 1981. 
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To  all  railroads:  Upon  further 
consideration  of  I.C.C.  Order  No.  4,  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered:  I.C.C.  Order  No.  4  is 
vacated. 

This  order  shall  become  effective  at 
11:59  p.m.,  March  20, 1981,  and  shall  be 
served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service 
Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement  and  upon  the  American  Short 
Line  Railroad  Association.  A  copy  shall 
be  filed  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  19, 1981. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
loel  G.  Bums, 

Agent. 

|FR  Doc.  SI -6212  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Permanent  Authority  Decisions  Volume 
No.  46] 

Restriction  Removals;  Decision-Notice 

Decided:  March  20, 1981. 

The  following  restriction  removal 
applications,  filed  after  December  28, 
1980,  are  governed  by  49  CFR  1137.  Part 
1137  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980.  at  45  FR 
86747. 

Persons  wishing  to  file  a  comment  to 
an  application  must  follow  the  rules 
under  49  CFR  1137.12.  A  copy  of  any 
application  can  be  obtained  from  any 
applicant  upon  request  and  payment  to 
applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  restriction 
removal  applications  are  not  allowed. 

Some  of  the  applications  may  have 
been  modified  prior  to  publication  to 
conform  to  the  special  provisions 
applicable  to  restriction  removal. 

Findings 

We  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
requested  removal  of  restrictions  or 
broadening  of  unduly  narrow  authority 
is  consistent  with  49  U.S.C.  10922(h). 

In  the  absence  of  comments  filed 
within  25  days  of  publication  of  this 
decision-notice,  appropriate  reformed 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant.  Prior  to  beginning  operations 
under  the  newly  issued  authority, 
compliance  must  be  made  with  the 
normal  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements  for  common  and  contract 
carriers. 


By  the  Commission,  Restriction  Removal 
Board,  Members  Sporn,  Alspaugh,  and 
Shaffer. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC  16831  (Sub-41)X,  filed  March  9, 

1981.  Applicant:  MID  SEVEN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  2323 
Delaware  Avenue,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50317.  Representative  William  L. 
Fairbank,  2400  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  IA  50309.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  the  lead  and  Sub- 
Nos.  16,  24F,  27F,  30F,  32F,  33F,  and  39F 
certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  from  (a)  iron 
and  steel  articles,  steel  forgings,  steel 
sheets,  strips,  and  plates,  steel  lating 
and  grounds,  wrought  pipe,  iron  and 
steel  bolts  and  nuts,  steel  washers,  steel 
forms  used  and  unused  for  concrete 
construction,  steel  tubings,  steel  rings, 
rough,  reinforced  bars,  steel  stampings, 
steel  bars,  round  and  flat,  steel  wire, 
steel  rivets,  steel  welding  rods,  and  steel 
screws,  aluminum  sheets,  bars,  tubing, 
structurals,  extrusions  and  plates  to 
“metal  products”,  petroleum  products 
and  iron  and  steel  articles  to 
“petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products  and  metal  products",  and 
structural  steel,  brick,  and  heating 
equipment  to  “metal  products,  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products,  and 
building  materials  in  the  lead:  (b) 
agricultural  implements,  agricultural 
equipment,  industrial  equipment, 
drainage  systems,  stump  cutters,  log 
splitters,  and  tree  spades,  parts, 
attachments,  and  accessories, 
contractors  and  construction  equipment 
and  supplies,  lawn  mowers, 
snowblowers,  garden  tractors, 
shredders,  and  tillers,  parts  and 
accessories  to  “machinery"  in  Sub-Nos. 
24F  part  (1),  30F,  and  33F  part  1(a)  and 
(b);  (c)  wheels,  wheel  tire  assemblies, 
braking  systems  and  parts,  couplers, 
hubs,  axles,  spindles,  tires,  and  jacks  to 
“rubber  and  plastic  products  and 
transportation  equipment”,  and  iron  and 
steel  articles  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  iron  and 
steel  articles  to  “metal  products  and 
material  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  metal  products”  in 
Sub-No.  30F;  (d)  irrigation  systems  and 
agricultural  equipment,  to  “metal 
products  and  machinery”  in  part  (1)  of 
Sub-No.  32F;  and  (e)  water  purification 
equipment  and  water  purification 
materials  to  "machinery  and  chemicals 
and  related  products"  in  Sub-No.  39F;  (2) 
authorize  service  to  all  intermediate 
points  between  Chicago,  IL,  and  Des 
Moines.  IA,  in  the  lead:  (3)  change  city¬ 
wide  to  county-wide  authority  from:  (a) 
Des  Moines  to  Polk,  Warren,  Dallas,  and 


Madison  Counties,  IA,  and  Kewanee  to 
Henry  County,  IL,  in  the  lead;  (b)  Palla 
to  Marion  County,  IA  in  Sub-No.  24F;  (c) 
Atlantic  to  Cass  County,  IA  in  Sub-No. 
30F;  (d)  Atkinson  to  Holt  County,  NE  in 
Sub-No.  32F;  and  (e)  Ames  and 
Muscatine  to  Story  and  Muscatine 
Counties,  IA,  Eau  Claire  to  Eau  Claire 
and  Chippewa  Counties,  WI,  in  Sub-No. 
39F;  (4)  expand  one-way  authority  to 
two-way  or  radial  authority  between  (a) 
Henry  County,  IL,  and  points  in  Iowa 
within  60  miles  of  Des  Moines,  LA; 
Kankakee  County,  IL,  and  points  in  IA: 
Putnam  County,  IL,  and  points  in  IA: 
Chicago,  IL,  and  Des  Moines,  IA,  in  the 
lead:  and  (b)  Marion  County,  IA,  and 
points  in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  MN,  NE,  OH, 

SD,  and  WI  in  Sub-No.  24F;  (5)  remove 
the  restrictions  (a)  “  in  containers”  in 
the  lead:  (b)  “commodities  in  bulk”  in 
the  lead  and  Sub-No.  27F;  (c) 
“commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles" 
in  Sub-No.  30F;  (d)  "originating  at  and 
destined  to"  in  the  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  16, 
27F  and  32F;  and  (e)  “ex-water"  and 
“ex-rail”  in  Sub-No.  27F;  and  (6)  remove 
the  facilities  limitations  in  the  lead  and 
Sub-Nos.  16,  24F,  27F,  30F,  and  32F. 

MC  19193  (Sub-19)X,  filed  March  10, 
1981.  APPLICANT:  LAFFERTY 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  3709  Beale 
Avenue,  Altoona,  PA  16601. 
Representative:  S.  Berne  Smith,  P.O.  Box 
1166,  Harrisburgh,  PA  17108.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  lead 
and  Sub-Nos.  10, 11, 14F,  16F,  and  18F 
permits  to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  to  “such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  grocery  and  food  business 
houses  and  material,  equipment  and 
supplies"  from  such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail  and  chain 
grocery  and  food  business  houses  and 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  in 
the  part  of  the  lead,  10, 11,  and  14F;  from 
store  fixtures  and  store  equipment, 
uncrated,  used  in  the  conduct  of 
wholesale,  retail,  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses  in  part  of  the  lead 
and  Sub-No.  10;  and  from  bananas  and 
frozen  fruits  in  part  of  the  leads;  (2) 
remove  the  except  liquid  chemicals  and 
coal  tar  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles  restriction  in  Sub-No.ll;  and  (3) 
broaden  the  territorial  description  to 
“between  points  in  the  U.S."  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  named 
shippers  in  all  subs. 

MC  21259  (Sub-8)X,  filed  March  13, 
1981.  APPLICANT:  GERTSEN 
CARTAGE  CO.,  INC.,  3000  Hirsch 
Street,  Melrose  Park,  IL.  60160. 
Representative:  Anthony  C.  Vance,  Suite 
301, 1307  Dolley  Madison  Blvd.,  McLean, 
VA  22101.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  from  its  Sub-No.  2F 
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certificate  to  (1)  remove  all  exceptions  to 
its  general  commodity  authority,  except 
classes  A  and  B  explosives;  and  (2) 
delete  the  exrail  and  water  restriction 
on  its  authority  between  Chicago,  IL  and 
points  in  11  states. 

MC  59583  (Sub-185)X,  filed  March  9, 
1981.  APPLICANT:  THE  MASON  AND 
DIXON  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  969, 
Kingsport,  TN  37662.  Representative: 

Kim  D.  Mann,  7101  Wisconsin  Ave.  NW, 
Suite  1010,  Washington,  DC  20014. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  96, 136, 138, 142, 146, 149, 
153, 155, 159, 160, 164, 174  and  175 
certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  from  general 
commodities  (with  exceptions)  to 
general  commodities  (except  class  A 
and  B  explosives)  in  Sub-Nos.  96, 142, 

159,  and  164;  from  pipe,  fittings, 
couplings,  connections,  and  accessories 
(except  pipe  used  in,  incidental  to,  or  in 
connection  with  the  discovery, 
development,  production,  and 
preservation  of  natural  gas  and 
petroleum,  and  in  the  construction, 
operation,  maintenance,  repair, 
servicing,  and  dismantling  of  plants  and 
facilities  for  the  refining,  manufacture, 
processing,  storage,  transmission,  and 
distribution  of  natural  gas  and 
petroleum  and  their  products  and  by¬ 
products)  to  “metal  products,  building 
materials,  and  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products”  in  Sub-No.  136;  from 
steel  articles  and  commodities  used  in 
the  production  of  steel  articles  (except 
lime,  limestone,  and  limestone  products, 
and  commodities  in  bulk)  in  Sub-No. 

138,  iron  castings  (except  those  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  requires  the 
use  of  special  equipment  in  Sub-No  146, 
and  cast  iron  pressure  pipe,  valves, 
hydrants,  and  hydrant  sections  and 
parts,  attachments,  accessories,  and 
supplies  in  Sub-Nos.  146  and  149  to 
“metal  products”;  from  alloys  and 
silicon  metals  (except  in  bulk)  in  Sub- 
No.  153  to  “ores  and  minerals  and  metal 
products”;  from  paper  and  paper 
products,  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  in  Sub-No.  155  to  “pulp,  paper 
and  related  products”;  from  wooden 
boxes,  pallets,  platforms,  and  skids  in 
Sub-No.  160  to  “lumber  and  wood 
products”;  and  from  foodstuffs  (except 
in  bulk)  in  Sub-No.  174F  to  “food  and 
related  products"  (2)  authorize  service 
at  all  intermediate  points  in  connection 
with  its  regular  routes  between  points  in 
S.C.  in  Sub-No.  164,  (3)  remove 
restriction  limiting  service  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originate  at  or 
destined  to  named  points  in  Sub-Nos. 
136, 146, 149  and  164  (4)  remove  facilities 
limitations  in  (a)  Sub-Nos.  136  and  146 
and  replace  Holt,  AL  with  Tuscaloosa 


County,  AL,  (b)  Sub-No.  138  and  replace 
Kokomo,  IN  with  Howard  County,  IN, 

(c)  Sub-No.  149  and  replace  Albertville, 
AL  with  Marshall  County,  AL,  (d)  Sub- 
No  153  and  replace  Mt.  Meigs,  AL  with 
Montgomery  County,  AL,  (e)  Sub-No. 
155(f)  Sub-No.  160  and  replace 
Moundville,  AL  with  Hale  County,  AL, 
and  (g)  Sub-No.  175F  and  Shelbyville, 

KY  with  Shelby  County,  KY,  (5)  remove 
restriction  limiting  service  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  moving 
from,  to,  or  through  points  in  York 
County,  SC  in  Sub-No.  164,  and  (6) 
change  one-way  to  radial  authority 
between  (a)  points  in  Tuscaloosa 
County,  AL  with  points  in  14  states  and 
D.C.  in  Sub-No.  136,  and  146(b)  points  in 
Howard  County,  IN,  and  points  8  states, 
a  described  portion  of  PA,  and  D.C.  in 
Sub-No.  138,  (c)  points  in  Marshall 
County,  AL,  and,  points  in  a  described 
portion  of  the  US  in  Sub-No.  149,  (d) 
points  in  Montgomery  County,  AL,  and, 
points  in  a  described  portion  of  the  US 
in  Sub-No.  153,  (e)  points  in  Jackson 
county,  AL,  and,  points  in  17  states  and 
DC  in  Sub-No.  155,  (f)  points  in  Hale 
County,  AL,  and,  points  in  19  states  and 
DC  in  Sub-No.  160,  (g)  points  in  4  named 
GA  counties,  and  points  in  IL  and  IN,  in 
Sub-No.  174F,  and  (h)  points  in  14  states, 
and,  Shelby  County,  KY  in  Sub-No.  175F. 

MC  103993  (Sub-1075)X,  filed  March  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  MORGAN  DRIVE- 
AWAY,  INC.,  28651  U.S.  20  West, 
Elkhart,  IN  46515.  Representative:  James 
B.  Buda  (same  as  applicant).  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
No.  524  certificate  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  to 
“transportation  equipment”  from  motor 
homes,  in  truckaway  service,  and 
campers  and  camp  coaches,  and  (2) 
broaden  the  territorial  description  by 
removing  the  restriction  excluding 
service  in  HL,  in  its  “between  points  in 
the  U.S.”  territorial  authority. 

MC  110410  (Sub-31)X,  filed  March  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  BENTON  BROS.  FILM 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  168  Baker  St.,  N.W., 
Atlanta,  GA  30313.  Representative: 
Warren  A.  Goff,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Ave.,  Memphis,  TN  38137. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  7F,  24F,  and  29F 
certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions:  Sub-No.  7F,  to 
“general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives]”  from  general 
commodities,  with  the  usual  exceptions; 
Sub-No.  24F,  to  “machinery,”  from  parts 
and  supplies  for  copying  machines;  and 
Sub-No.  29F,  to  “food  and  related 
products”  from  instant  tea,  and  (2) 
broaden  the  territorial  descriptions  by 
substituting  county-wide  authority  in 
place  of  specified  cities,  airports  or 


facilities,  to  authorize  radial 
transportation:  Sub-No.  7F,  between 
points  in  Fulton  and  DeKalb  Counties, 

GA  (airport  at  Atlanta,  GA),  and  Duval, 
’Orange,  Hillsborough,  and  Dade 
Counties,  FL  (airports  at  Jacksonville, 
Orlando,  Tampa,  and  Miami,  FL),  and 
points  in  FL,  and  described  portions  of 
GA;  Sub-No.  24F,  between  Atlanta,  GA 
(facilities  near  Atlanta,  GA),  and  points 
in  FL;  and  Sub-No.  29F,  between 
Hillsborough  County,  FL  (Plant  City,  FL), 
and  points  in  Cobb  County,  GA 
(Marietta,  GA),  and  Atlanta,  GA. 

MC  113658  (Sub-47)X,  filed  March  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  SCOTT  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  5280  Newport  Street,  Commerce 
City,  CO  80022.  Representative:  Rick  A. 
Rude,  Suite  611, 1730  Rhode  Island 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  2,  5,  8, 11, 13, 15, 16,  21. 

23,  24,  25,  32,  34,  35,  36,  37,  38,  and  39 
certificates  to  (1)  change  general 
commodities  (with  exceptions)  to 
“general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives)”  in  Sub-Nos.  8,  and 
18;  (2)  broaden  specific  commodities 
authorities  in  Sub-Nos.  2,  5, 11, 13, 15,  21, 
23,  24,  25,  32,  34,  35,  37,  38,  and  39,  from 
food  products,  frozen  foods,  meat,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses, 
animal  feed  supplements,  beet  and  cane 
sugar,  alcoholic  liquors,  margarine, 
shortening  and  peanut  butter  to  “food 
and  related  products;  (3)  broaden 
specific  commodities  authority  in  its 
Sub-Nos.  32  and  36,  from  chemicals, 
drugs,  toilet  preparations,  phosphates, 
potassium,  soda  ash,  sodium 
sesquicarbonate  and  phosphoric  acid  to 
“chemicals  cr  allied  products”;  (4)  to 
authorize  service  at  all  intermediate 
points  along  described  regular  routes,  in 
its  Sub-Nos.  2  and  8,  Denver,  CO,  and 
Chicago,  IL,  Denver,  CO,  and  Imperial, 
NE,  and  Chicago,  IL,  and  Winterset,  IA; 
(5)  remove  originating  at  or  destined  to 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  2,  5, 11, 13, 15, 

21,  and  38;  (6)  remove  facilities 
limitations  in  Sub-Nos.  2,  5,  21,  24,  34,  35, 
37,  38,  and  39;  (7)  remove  the  exception 
of  (a)  Creston,  IA,  from  a  radially 
described  portion  of  IA  in  Sub-No.  8, 
and  (b)  AK  and  HI  from  nationwide 
authority  in  Sub-Nos.  21  and  35  and  AK, 
HI,  and  KS,  in  Sub-No.  21;  (8)  substitute 
Will  County,  IL,  for  Plainfield,  IL,  in  Sub- 
No.  37;  Cook  County,  IL,  for  Franklin 
Park,  IL,  in  Sub-No.  34;  Chickasaw 
County,  IA,  for  New  Hampton,  IA,  in 
Sub-No.  5;  Weld,  Morgan,  and  Logan 
Counties,  CO,  for  Greely,  Ft.  Morgan 
and  Sterling,  CO,  in  Sub-No.  13;  Ford 
County,  KS,  for  Dodge  City,  KS,  in  Sub- 
Nos.  21  and  35;  Jewell  County,  KS,  for 
Mankato,  KS,  in  Sub-No.  38;  Finney 
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County,  KS,  for  Holcomb,  KS,  in  Sub-No. 
39;  Jefferson  County,  AL,  for 
Birmingham.  AL,  in  Sub-No.  24;  El  Paso 
County.  CO,  for  Colorado  Springs,  CO, 
in  Sub-Nos.  34  and  36;  and  Warren 
County.  NJ,  for  Belvidere,  NJ,  New 
Castle  County  for  Wilmington,  DE, 

Essex  County,  NJ,  for  Nutley,  NJ,  and 
Somerset  County,  NJ,  for  Branchburg, 

NJ,  in  Sub-No.  32;  (9)  replace  one-way 
with  two-way  authority  on  its  regular 
route  between  Denver,  CO,  and  Chicago, 
IL,  Denver,  CO,  and  Imperial,  NE,  and 
Chicago,  IL  and  Winterset,  LA,  in  Sub- 
NOS.  2  and  8;  (10)  replace  one-way  with 
radial  authority  between  (a)  Chickasaw 
County,  IA,  and  CT,  MD,  MA,  NJ,  NY, 

PA.  VA.  WV,  and  DC  in  Sub-No.  5;  (b) 
Denver,  CO,  and  16  eastern  and 
midwestern  States’in  Sub-No.  11;  (c) 
Weld,  Morgan,  and  Logan  Counties,  CO, 
and  16  eastern  and  midwestern  States  in 
Sub-No.  13;  (d)  Denver,  CO,  and  14 
midwestern  and  southern  States  in  Sub- 
No.  15;  (e)  Chicago,  IL,  and  Denver,  CO, 
in  Sub-No.  16,  (f)  Ford  County,  KS,  and 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  Sub-Nos.  21F  and 
35F;  (g)  New  Haven,  CT,  Port  Newark 
and  Port  Elizabeth,  NJ,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Wilmington,  DE,  New  York,  NY,  and 
Norfolk.  VA,  and  Chicago,  IL,  and 
Kenosha,  WI,  in  Sub-No.  23F;  (h) 

Jefferson  County,  AL,  and  14  eastern 
and  midwestern  States  in  Sub-No.  24F; 

(i)  Kenosha,  WI,  and  Des  Moines,  IA, 
Omaha,  NE,  and  Denver,  CO,  in  Sub-No. 
25F;  (j)  Essex,  Somerset  and  Warren 
Counties,  NJ,  and  Chicao,  IL,  Dallas,  TX, 
Atlanta,  GA,  and  San  Leandro,  Bell,  and 
Fresno,  CA,  in  Sub-No.  32F;  (k)  Cook 
County,  IL,  and  El  Paso  County,  CO,  in 
Sub-No.  34;  (1)  Carteret,  NJ,  and  Chicago, 
IL.  and  Denver  and  Boulder,  CO,  in  Sub- 
No.  36F;  (m)  Jewell  County,  KS,  and  12 
midwestern  and  eastern  States  in  Sub- 
No.  38F;  and  (n)  Finney  County,  KS,  and 
points  in  the  U.S.;  and  (o)  remove 
tacking  restrictions. 

Note. — Carrier's  authority  to  tack  will  be 
governed  by  49  CFR  1042. 

MC  117344  (Sub-292)X,  filed  March  12. 
1981.  Applicant:  THE  MAXWELL  CO.. 
10300  Evendale  Dr.,  Cincinnati,  OH 
45241.  Representative;  James  R. 
Stiverson,  1396  West  Fifth  Ave., 
Columbus,  OH  43212.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  145 
(part  10),  260,  261,  269F,  276F  and  283F 
certificates  (1)  to  broaden  its  various 
specified  commodity  descriptions  such 
as  vegetable  oils  and  cotton  seed  oil  in 
Sub-No.  145  (part  10),  synthetic  latices  in 
Sub-No.  260,  Bisphenol  in  Sub-No.  261, 
com  syrup,  sugar  and  blends  of  com 
syrup  and  sugar  in  Sub-No.  269F,  sugar 
and  corn  products  in  Sub-No.  276F  and 
petroleum,  petroleum  products  and 
chemicals  in  Sub-No.  283F,  which  are 


limited  to  movement  in  bulk,  to 
“commodities,  in  bulk";  (2)  to  remove 
the  equipment  restriction  “in  tank 
vehicles”  from  Sub-Nos.  145  (part  10), 

260,  and  276F  and  "in  tank  or  hopper 
type  vehicles”  from  Sub-No.  261;  (3)  to. 
broaden  specific  facilities  to  county¬ 
wide  authority  as  follows:  in  Sub-No. 

145  (part  10)  facilities  near  Jacksonville, 

IL  to  Mercer  County,  IL;  in  Sub-No.  261 
facilities  at  Haverhill,  OH  to  Scioto 
County,  OH;  and  in  Sub-No.  283F, 
facilities  in  Boyd  County,  KY,  Lawrence 
County,  OH  and  Wayne  County,  WV  to 
Boyd  County,  KY,  Lawrence  County,  OH 
and  Wayne  County,  WV;  (4)  broaden 
specific  facilities  to  the  city  authority  as 
follows:  in  Sub-No.  260  facilities  at  or 
near  Owensboro,  KY  to  Owensboro,  KY, 
and  in  Sub-No.  276F  facilities  at 
Cincinnati.  OH  to  Cincinnati,  OH;  (5)  to 
expand  its  one-way  authority  to  radial 
authority  as  follows:  Sub-No.  145  (part 
10)  between  Mercer  County,  IL,  and, 
points  in  AR,  IA,  KS,  KY,  MI,  MN.  MO, 
NE,  OH,  TN  and  WI;  in  Sub-No.  260 
between  Owensboro,  KY,  and,  Omaha, 
NE;  in  Sub-No.  261  between  Scioto 
County,  OH,  and,  points  in  the  U.S.;  in 
Sub-No.  269F  between  Cincinnati,  OH, 
and  St.  Louis,  MO  and  points  in  IL,  MI, 
MS,  NC,  TN.  VA.  and  WV;  in  Sub-No. 
276F  between  Cincinnati,  OH,  and, 
points  in  AR,  IL.  IN.  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MD, 
MI,  MS,  MO,  NY.  PA,  TN,  VA,  WV  and 
WI;  and  in  Sub-No.  283F  between  Boyd 
County,  KY,  Lawrence  County,  OH  and 
Wayne  County,  WV,  and,  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  IA,  MO,  AR  and 
LA;  (6)  to  remove  restrictions  against 
service  to  AK,  HI  and  OH  in  its 
nationwide  authority  in  Sub-No.  261; 
pnd  (7)  to  remove  the  “originating  at” 
restriction  in  Sub-No.  276F. 

MC  119789  (Sub-731)X,  filed  March  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  226188,  Dallas,  TX  75226. 
Representative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr. 
(same  as  above).  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  372, 
402,  421F,  440F,  443F,  458F,  463F,  482F, 
490F,  505F,  566F,  570F,  033F,  639F,  657F 
and  691F  certificates  to  (1)  remove  the 
“in  bulk”  and  "not  frozen”  restrictions  in 
Sub-Nos.  639F,  657F  and  691F,  (2) 
remove  restrictions  requiring  prior 
transportation  by  water  in  Sub-Nos.  372, 
440F  and  483F  and  (3)  replace  authority 
to  serve  specified  facilities  at  named 
points  to  city-wide  or  county-wide 
authority,  Dallas,  TX,  in  Sub-Nos.  402, 
490F  and  633F;  McKinley  County,  NM,  in 
Sub-No.  421F;  Union  County,  LA  for 
Bernice,  LA,  in  Sub-No.  443F;  Hemphill 
County,  TX  for  Canadian,  TX,  in  Sub- 
No.  458F;  Galveston  County,  TX  for 
Galveston,  TX,  in  Sub-No.  482F; 


Quachito  County,  AR  for  East  Camden, 
AR,  in  Sub-No.  505F;  Weatherford,  TX, 
in  Sub-No.  566F;  Hendricks  County,  IL 
for  Danville,  IL,  Jefferson  County,  IN  for 
Mount  Vernon,  IN,  and  Phelps  County, 
MO  for  Rolla,  MO,  in  Sub-No.  570F; 
Chicago  and  Decatur,  IL.  in  Sub-No. 

639F;  Fresno  County,  CA  for  Fresno,  CA, 
in  Sub-No.  657F;  and  Hidalgo  County, 

TX  for  Alamo  and  Donna,  TX,  in  Sub- 
No.  691 F. 

MC  126716  (Sub-4)X,  filed  March  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  WESTON  TRUCKING 
COMPANY  d.b.a.  WESTON 
TRUCKING,  III  C  Street,  Encinitas,  CA 
92024.  Representative:  Warren  A.  Goff, 
2008  Clark  Tower,  5100  Poplar  Ave., 
Memphis,  TN  38137.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub- 
No.  2  certificates  to  (1)  delete  all 
exceptions  to  its  general  commodity 
authority  except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives;  (2)  eliminate  the  ex-air 
restrictions  in  each  certificate;  and  (3) 
replace  airports  or  specific  point 
authority  with  city-  or  county-wide 
authority:  lead,  San  Clements  with 
Orange  County,  CA,  Camp  Pendleton, 
Fallbrook,  Vista,  San  Marcos, 

Escondido,  Miramar,  Santee,  San 
Ysidro,  Chula  Vista,  Coronado,  San 
Diego,  La  Jolla,  Del  Mar,  Soloan  Beach. 
Encinitas,  Carlsbad,  and  Oceanside  with 
San  Diego  County,  CA;  lead  and  Sub- 
No.  2,  Los  Angeles  International  Airport 
with  Los  Angeles,  CA;  and  Sub-No.  2, 
San  Diego  International  Airport  with 
San  Diego  County,  CA;  McCarran 
International  Airport  at  Las  Vegas,  NV 
with  Clark  County,  NV. 

MC  127042  (Sub-305)X,  filed  March  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
3208,  Sioux  City,  IA  51102. 
Representative:  Joseph  B.  Davis  (same 
as  applicant).  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  37, 180,  233F, 
44,  229F,  68,  204F,  226F,  262F,  113, 120, 
130, 195,  221F,  298F,  137  certificates  and 
E-17  and  E-18  letter  notices  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  descriptions  (a) 
to  “food  and  related  products”  from 
vegetable  oil  compounds,  dessert 
toppings,  and  coffee  whitener,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  in  Sub-No.  37: 
from  frozen  foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk) 
in  Sub-No.  180;  from  foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  in  Sub-No.  233F; 
from  bakery  products,  other  than  frozen 
in  Sub-No.  44;  from  frozen  fruits  and 
vegetables,  in  containers  in  Sub-No. 
229F;  from  foodstuffs  (except  frozen 
foodstuffs,  commodities  in  bulk,  dairy 
products,  and  potato  products)  in  Sub- 
No.  113;  from  (1)  canned  goods  (not 
frozen)  and  (2)  agricultural  commodities 
in  mixed  loads  with  the  commodities  in 
(1)  in  Sub-No.  120;  from  cheese  and 
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cheese  products,  fresh  meats  and  food 
products,  meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  and 
dairy  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  dairy  products,  in 
Sub-No.  137;  from  dairy  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles)  in 
E-letter  notice  17;  from  meat,  products 
and  meat  by-products,  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  and 
dairy  products  in  E-letter  notice  18;  from 
salad  dressings,  sauces,  vanilla,  vinegar, 
cooking  oil,  pancake  syrup,  pickles, 
olives,  cherry  peppers,  honey  and 
mustard  (except  commodities  in  bulk)  in 
Sub-No.  195;  (b)  to  "chemicals  and 
related  products”  from  cleaning, 
washing,  scouring,  and  polishing 
compounds,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk)  in  Sub-Nos.  185  and  255F;  from 
cleaning,  polishing,  and  scouring 
compounds,  waxes,  janitor  supplies, 
weed  killers,  and  sodium  hypochlorite 
solutions  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
in  Sub-Nos.  221F  and  298F,  (c)  to  “such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  drug, 
discount  and  variety  stores,  hospitals, 
and  grocery  stores,”  from  frozen  foods 
in  Sub-No.  68,  from  meat,  meat  products, 
and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  and  hides) 
in  Sub-No.  204F  and  from  cleaning 
compounds,  polishing  compounds, 
sodium  hypochlorite  solution,  soap 
based  compounds,  rust  preventive  lube 
oils,  rust  preventive  lube  oils  and 
greases,  deodorants,  disinfectants, 
fabric  softeners,  textile  softeners,  plastic 
bags,  and  coffee  filters  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  in  Sub-No.  226F, 
and  (d)  to  “such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  drug  and  grocery  stores” 
from  hair  dryers,  tissue  paper,  paper 
tape,  curlers,  toilet  preparations, 
shampoo  and  store  display  racks 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  in  Sub-No. 
130;  (2)  eliminate  the  restriction  limiting 
transportation  to  vehicles  with 
mechanical  refrigeration  in  Sub-Nos. 
262F,  185,  255F,  and  221F;  (3)  eliminate 
the  “in  tandk  vehicle”  restriction  in  Sub- 
Nos.  204F,  137,  and  E-letter  notice  E17; 

(4)  remove  the  facilities  limitation  in  (a) 
Sub-Nos.  37, 180,  and  233F  and  replace 
with  Kansas  City,  MO-KS  commercial 
zone,  (b)  Sub-Nos.  68,  204F,  226F,  262F, 
and  replace  with  Lake,  and  Will 
Counties,  IL  and  Cook  County.  IL  (c) 
Sub-No.  185  and  replace  with  Jefferson 
County,  WI  (d)  Sub-No.  255F,  (e)  Sub- 
No.  195,  (f)  Sub-Nos.  221F  and  298F,  (g) 
Sub-No.  130,  (h)  Sub-No.  137  and  replace 
Green  Bay,  WI  with  Brown  County,  WI; 
Cudahy,  WI  with  Milwaukee  County, 
WI;  Clinton,  LA  with  Clinton  County,  IA; 
LaCross,  WI  with  LaCrosse  County,  WI 


and  Monroe,  WI  with  Greene  County, 

WI;  (5)  delete  the  “originating  at  and 
destined  to”  named  points  restriction  in 
Sub-Nos.  37, 180,  44,  68,  204F,  226F,  262F, 
137, 185,  and  195,  (6)  change  one-way  to 
radial  authority  in  (a)  Sub-No.  37 
between  Kansas  City,  MO,  and  points  in 
12  States,  (b)  Sub-No.  180  between 
Kansas  City,  KS,  and,  IL  and  MO,  (c) 
Sub-No.  233F  between  Kansas  City,  MO, 
and  points  in  8  States,  (d)  Sub-No.  44 
between  Sioux  City,  IA,  and  points  in 
NE  (except  Omaha)  and  points  in  11 
States,  (e)  Sub-No.  229F  between  Sioux 
City,  IA,  and,  points  in  8  States,  (f)  Sub- 
No.  68  between  Lake  County,  IL  and 
Chicago,  IL  to  points  in  3  States,  (g)  Sub- 
No.  204F  between  Chicago,  IL,  and, 
points  in  15  States,  (h)  Sub-No.  226F 
between  Will  County,  IL,  and  points  in 
11  States,  (i)  Sub-No.  262F  between 
Cook  County,  IL,  and,  points  in  8  States, 
(j)  Sub-No.  113  between  points  in  named 
States,  (k)  Sub-No.  120  between  points 
in  named  northwestern  and  midwestern 
States,  (1)  Sub-No.  130  between 
Minneapolis,  MN,  and,  points  in  14 
States  (m)  Sub-No.  137  between  Brown 
County,  WI,  and,  points  in  SD,  between 
Milwaukee,  WI,  and,  points  in  4  States, 
between  Minneapolis,  MN,  and  points  in 
WI,  and,  points  in  6  States  and  a  point  in 
IL;  between  Green  County,  WI,  and, 
points  in  6  States  and  a  point  in  IL; 
between  Clinton  County,  IA,  and,  points 
in  6  States;  between  Brown  and 
LaCrosse,  Counties,  WI,  and,  points  in  2 
States;  between  points  in  named  States; 
between  points  in  WI,  and,  points  in  3 
States,  and  named  Oregon  Counties,  (n) 
Sub-No.  185  between  Jefferson  County, 
WI,  and  points  in  19  States,  (o)  Sub-No. 
255F  between  Milwaukee,  WI,  and, 
points  in  19  States,  (p)  Sub-No.  195 
between  Denver,  CO,  and,  points  in  15 
States,  (q)  Sub-No.  221F  between 
Omaha,  NE,  and,  points  in  5  States,  and, 
(r)  Sub-No.  298F  between  Omaha,  NE, 
and,  points  in  12  States. 

MC  127303  (Sub-87)X,  filed  March  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  ZELLMER  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  343,  Granville,  IL 
61326.  Representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Building, 
666  Eleventh  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20001.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  55F  certificate 
to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  chemicals,  plastic,  and 
plastic  products,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products;  and  rubber  and  plastic 
products";  in  part  (1)  of  the  certificate; 
and  remove  an  in  bulk  restriction  from 
the  materials  portion  of  the  authority;  (2) 
replace  authority  to  serve  named 
plantsites  with  authority  to  serve  a 
county  or  city:  Blue  Earth  County,  MN, 


for  a  facility  at  Mankato,  MN;  Licking 
County,  OH,  for  a  facility  at  Newark, 

OH;  Worcester  County,  MA,  for  a 
facility  at  Clinton,  MA;  and  Grundy  and 
Peoria  Counties,  IL,  for  facilities  at 
Morris  and  Mapleton,  EL  and  Chicago, 

IL,  for  a  facility  at  Chicago,  IL;  and  (3) 
remove  the  exception  AK  and  HI  from 
nationwide  authority. 

MC  127524  (Sub-30)X,  filed  March  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  QUADREL  BROS. 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1603  Hart  Street, 
Rahway,  NJ  07065.  Representative: 

David  L.  Middleton,  1603  Hart  Street, 
Rahway,  NJ  07065.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  17F 
certificate  (1)  to  broaden  its  commodity 
description  from  chemicals  in  bulk  to 
“commodities  in  bulk”,  (2)  to  replace 
city-wide  authority  with  county-wide 
authority:  Essex  County,  NJ  for  Newark, 
NJ,  (3)  to  provide  radial  service  in  place 
of  existing  one-way  authority  between 
Essex  County,  NJ,  and  Baltimore,  MD, 
and  (4)  remove  the  restriction  limiting 
service  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  water. 

MC  134477  (Sub-438)X,  filed  March  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Rd.,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Representative:  Thomas  D.  Fischbach, 
P.O.  Box  43496,  St.  Paul,  MN  55164. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  162, 189, 194,  200,  and  332 
certificates  to  (1)  broaden  its  commodity 
descriptions  from  foodstuffs  (except  in 
bulk),  and  foodstuffs,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
to  “food  and  related  products”,  in  all  of 
the  above  sub-numbers;  (2)  replace  its 
cities  and/or  facilities  with  city  or 
county-wide  authority  (a)  in  Sub-Nos. 

194  and  332,  Independence,  MO,  with 
Jackson  County,  MO,  (b)  in  Sub-No.  189, 
facilities  at  or  near  Kansas  City,  KS, 
with  Kansas  City,  KS,  (c)  in  Sub-No.  200, 
facilities  at  or  near  Independence,  MO, 
with  Jackson  County,  MO;  and  (3) 
eliminate  the  originating  at  and  destined 
to  restrictions  in  each  certificate  and  (4) 
replace  one-way  with  radial  authority 
between:  Kansas  City,  MO  and  points  in 
eastern  states  in  Sub-No.  162;  Kansas 
City,  KS  and  points  in  eastern  states  in 
Sub-No.  189;  Jackson  County,  MO  and 
points  in  southern  mid  western  states,  in 
Sub-No.  194,  200  and  332. 

MC  135430  (Sub-5)X,  filed  March  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  LEAVITTS  FREIGHT 
SERVICE,  INC.,  3855  Marcola  Rd.. 
Springfield,  OR  97447.  Representative: 
David  E.  Wishney,  P.O.  Box  837,  Boise, 
ID  83701.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  2F  and  4F 
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certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  to  “lumber  or 
wood  products”  and  “building 
materials”  from:  (a)  laminated  wood 
products,  prefabricated  wooden  timbers, 
trusses,  beams,  lumber,  treated  poles, 
pilings  and  posts  in  Sub-No.  2F,  and  (b) 
treated  wood  products  in  Sub-No.  4F,  (2) 
substitute  Siskiyou  County,  CA,  for 
Weed,  CA;  and  (3)  replace  one-way  with 
radial  authority  between  (a)  OR  and 
WA.  CA,  ID.  NV,  MT,  WY,  CO,  UT,  AZ, 
and  NM,  (b)  WA,  and  ID,  CA,  and  NV, 
and  (c)  Siskiyou  County,  CA  and  NV  in 
Sub-No.  2F;  and  (d)  in  Sub-No.  4F  (1)  OR 
and  WA  and  AZ,  CO,  MT,  NM.  UT,  and 
WY,  and  (2)  ID  and  MT  and  AZ,  CA, 

CO,  MT,  NV,  OR,  UT.  and  WA. 

MC 142601  (Sub-8)X,  filed  March  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  CECO  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  1400  Kensington  Road,  Oak  Brook, 
IL  60521.  Representative:  Thomas  M. 
O’Brien,  10  S.  LaSalle  Street,  Suite  1600, 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub  Nos.  2F,  3F 
and  6F  permits  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  from  bakery 
goods  to  “food  and  related  products”  in 
Sub  2F,  from  bottle  caps  and  jar  caps  to 
“such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufacturers  of  glass 
containers"  in  Sub  3F,  and  from  glass 
containers  and  closures  for  glass 
containers  to  “such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  of 
glass  containers”  in  Sub  6F;  and  (2) 
broaden  the  territorial  authority  to  serve 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  named 
shippers  in  those  authorities. 

MC  144122  (Sub-80)  X,  filed  March  12. 
1981.  Applicant:  CARRETTA 
TRUCKING,  INC  ,  South  160,  Route  17 
North,  Paramus,  NJ  07652. 
Representative:  Charles  J.  Williams,  P.O. 
Box  186,  Scotch  Plains,  NJ  07076. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-No.  51  certificate  to  (1) 
broaden  its  commodity  description  from 
general  commodities  (with  exceptions), 
to  “general  commodities  (except  classes 
A  and  B  explosives);”  (2)  remove  the 
plantsite  facilities  and  authorize  radial 
authority  (a)  in  part  (1),  between  New 
York,  NY,  and  points  in  CA,  GA,  IL,  IN, 
MO,  OR,  TX,  WA,  and  WI,  and  (b)  in 
part  (2),  between  Philadelphia,  PA,  and 
points  in  IL,  MO,  and  WI. 

MC  144682  (Sub-55)X,  filed  March  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  R.  R.  STANLEY,  1738 
Empire  Central,  Dallas,  TX  75235. 
Representative:  Edwin  M.  Snyder,  P.O. 
Box  45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
Nos.  9F,  18F.  23F,  27F,  30F,  31F,  33F,  35F, 
41F,  42F,  and  45F  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  from  foodstuffs 
in  Sub-Nos.  9F,  23F,  30F,  31F,  and  42F, 


animal  feed,  feed  ingredients  and 
additives  in  Sub-No.  18F,  hams  in  Sub- 
No.  27F,  malt  beverages  in  Sub-Nos.  35F, 
41F,  and  45F,  and  meat  and  meat 
products  in  Sub-No.  33F,  to  “food  and 
related  products”;  and  from  cleaning 
compounds,  scouring  compounds,  and 
washing  compounds,  and  soap,  in  Sub- 
No.  42F,  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products;"  (2)  remove  except  in  bulk 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  9F,  18F,  23F,  27F, 
30F,  31F,  and  42F;  (3)  remove  “in 
containers”  in  Sub-No.  27F;  (4)  remove 
originating  at  or  destined  to  restrictions 
in  Sub-Nos.  27F  and  31F;  remove 
facilities  limitations  at  Denison,  TX  in 
Sub-No.  9F;  Vernon,  Irvine,  and  Cerritos, 
CA,  and  Columbus,  OH,  in  Sub-No.  18F; 
Vacaville,  CA,  in  Sub-No.  23F;  Dallas, 

TX,  in  Sub-Nos.  27F  and  42F;  Sherman, 
TX,  in  Sub-No.  30F;  Watsonville,  CA,  in 
Sub-No.  31F;  and  Mansfield,  TX,  in  Sub- 
No.  33F;  (5)  substitute  Grayson  County, 
TX,  for  Denison,  TX,  in  Sub-No.  9F;  Los 
Angeles  County,  CA,  for  Vernon  and 
Cerritos,  CA  and  Orange  County,  CA, 
for  Irvine,  CA,  in  Sub-No.  18F;  Solano 
County,  CA,  for  Vacaville,  CA,  in  Sub- 
No.  23F;  Grayson  County,  TX,  for 
Sherman,  TX,  in  Sub-No.  30F;  Santa 
Cruz  County  for  Watsonville,  CA,  in 
Sub-No.  31F;  Tarrant  County,  TX,  for 
Mansfield,  TX,  in  Sub-No.  33F;  Pima 
County,  AZ,  for  Tucson,  AZ,  Coconino 
County,  AZ,  for  Flagstaff,  AZ,  and 
Cache  County,  UT,  for  Logan,  UT,  in 
Sub-No.  45F;  (6)  replace  one-way  with 
radial  authority  between  (a)  Grayson 
County,  TX,  and  12  western  States  in 
Sub-No.  9F;  (b)  Los  Angeles  County  and 
Orange  Counties,  CA,  and  AZ,  NM,  OH, 
WA,  UT,  and  TX,  and  between 
Columbus,  OH,  and  TX,  in  Sub-No.  18F; 
(c)  Solano  County  and  CO,  OK,  and  TX 
in  Sub-No.  23F;  (d)  Dallas,  TX,  and  CA 
and  FL  in  Sub-No.  27F;  (e)  Grayson 
County,  TX  and  numerous  States  in  Sub- 
No.  30F;  (f)  Santa  Cruz  County,  CA,  and 
TX  in  Sub-No.  31F;  (g)  Tarrant  County 
and  8  western  States  in  Sub-No.  33F;  (h) 
Jefferson  County,  CO,  and  ID,  OK,  and 
TX  in  Sub-No.  35F;  and  (i)  Dallas,  TX, 
and  CA,  AZ,  NM,  CO,  and  LA  in  Sub- 
No.  42F. 

MC  145695  (Sub-7)X,  filed  March  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  MAZCO  SYSTEMS, 
INC.,  140  Grand  Street,  Carlstadt,  NJ 
07072.  Representative:  Roy  A.  Jacobs, 
550  Mamaroneck  Avenue,  Harrison,  NY 
10528.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub  No.  3 
permits  to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  “artificial  kidneys, 
dialysate  solution,  dialysis  treatment 
equipment,  and  dialysis  materials  and 
supplies”  to  “such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  manufacturers  of  artificial 
kidneys  and  dialysis  machines"  and  (2) 


broaden  the  territorial  description  to 
“points  in  the  United  States”  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  a  named 
shipper. 

MC  146071  (Sub-33)X,  filed  February 
13, 1981,  previously  noticed  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  4, 1981, 
republished  as  corrected  in  this  issue. 
Applicant:  DEETZ  TRUCKING,  INC.,  316 
Oak  Street,  Strum,  WI  54770. 
Representative:  Jack  B.  Wolfe,  Suite  350, 
1600  Sherman  St.,  Denver,  CO  80203. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  its  Sub-Nos.  IF,  6F,  7F,  9F,  10F,  11F, 
12F,  13F,  17F,  20F,  24F,  27F,  28F,  29F,  and 
30F  certificates  by  (1)  broadening  the 
commodity  descriptions  (a)  from  specific 
named  food  stuff  items  such  as  meats, 
frozen  foods,  cheese,  etc.,  to  “food  and 
related  products”  in  Sub-Nos.  IF,  7F,  9F, 
10F,  20F,  27F,  28F,  and  29F,  (b)  from 
various  agricultural  goods  such  as 
tractor  exhaust  pipes,  augers,  etc.,  to 
"machinery,  farm  products,  lumber  and 
wood  products,  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  metal  products,  and  building 
materials”  in  Sub-No.  6F,  (c)  from 
tractor  exhaust  pipes,  mufflers,  etc.,  to 
“machinery,  metal  products,  and  rubber 
and  plastic  products”  in  Sub-No.  11F,  (d) 
from  sewer  pipe,  pipe  fittings,  manhole 
covers,  etc.,  to  “rubber  and  plastic 
products”,  “clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone 
products”,  and  “metal  products”  in  Sub- 
No.  12F,  (e)  from  clay  products  and 
refractory  products  to  “clay,  concrete, 
glass  or  stone  products”  in  Sub-No.  24, 
and  (f)  by  removing  all  exceptions  on 
commodity  descriptions,  such  as  hides; 
commodities  in  bulk;  machinery;  size 
and  weight  commodities;  those 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  etc.,  wherever  they  appear 
in  each  of  the  above-numbered 
certificates;  (2)  replacing  authority  to 
serve  specified  facilities  at  named 
points  and  authority  to  serve  specified 
points  with  county-wide  authority:  in 
Sub-No.  IF,  facilities  at  Huron,  SD  with 
Beadle  County,  SD;  in  Sub-No.  6F, 
facilities  at  Hall,  IA,  Lennox  and  Sioux 
Falls,  SD  with  Sioux  County,  IA,  Lincoln 
and  Minnehaha  Counties,  SD, 
respectively;  in  Sub-No.  7F,  Fairmount, 
MN  and  Eau  Claire,  WI  with  Martin 
County,  MN  and  Eau  Claire  County,  WI; 
in  Sub-No.  9F,  facilities  at  Sioux  Falls, 
SD,  Estherville  and  Sioux  City,  IA  with 
Minnehaha  County,  SD,  Emmett  and 
Woodbury  Counties,  IA,  respectively;  in 
Sub-No.  10F,  Green  Bay,  WI  with  Brown 
County,  WI;  in  Sub-No.  11F,  facilities  at 
Arcadia,  Black  River  Falls,  Mineral 
Point,  Neilsville,  Viroque,  and 
Wautoma,  WI  with  Trempealeau, 
Jackson,  Iowa,  Clark,  Vernon,  Waushara 
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Counties,  WI,  respectively;  in  Sub-No. 

12F,  facilities  at  West  Bend,  WI  with 
Washington  County,  WI;  in  Sub-No.  13F, 
facilities  at  Eau  Claire  and  Ladysmith, 

WI  with  Eau  Claire  and  Rusk  Counties, 
WI;  in  Sub-No.  17F,  facilities  at  Monroe, 
WI  with  Green  County,  WI;  in  Sub-No. 
20F,  facilities  at  Deerfield,  IL  with  Lake 
County,  IL;  in  Sub-No.  27F,  facilities  at 
LeMars  and  Sioux  City,  IA  with 
Plymouth  and  Woodbury  Counties,  IA; 
in  Sub-No.  28F,  facilities  at  Eau  Claire, 

WI  and  Fairmont,  MN  with  Eau  Claire 
County,  WI  and  Martin  County,  MN;  in 
Sub-No.  29F,  facilities  at  Green  Bay  and 
West  Bend,  WI  with  Brown  and 
Washington  Counties,  WI;  and  in  Sub- 
No.  30F,  facilities  at  Madison,  WI  with 
Dane  County,  WI;  (3)  removing  the 
restriction  “except  AK  and  HI”  in  Sub- 
Nos.  6F,  11F,  12F,  13F,  and  17F;  (4) 
removing  the  "originating  at  or  destined 
to”  restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  7F,  13F,  and 
20F;  and  (5)  in  all  sub-numbers  except 
Sub-No.  13F,  expanding  one  way 
authorities  to  authorize  radial  service 
between  specified  cities  or  counties  in 
IA,  IL,  MN,  SD,  and  WI,  and  points  in 
the  U.S.  or  numerous  specified  States 
located  throughout  the  U.S.  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  correct  the 
commodity  descriptions  in  part  (1)  (b) 
and  (c). 

MC  146573  (Sub-16)X,  filed  March  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  LA  SALLE  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  46,  Peru,  IL  61354. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  804 
McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  lead 
certificate  to  (A)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  chemicals,  plastic  and 
plastic  products  to  “chemicals  and 
related  products,  and  rubber  and  plastic 
products”  in  part  (1)  of  the  lead,  and 
also  remove  the  in  bulk  exception,  and 
(B)  replace  plantsite  and  city-wide 
authority  with  county-wide  authority, 
and  remove  the  exception  to  service 
being  performed  in  AK  and  HI,  to 
authorize  between  points  in  Blue  Earth, 
Freeborn,  and  Nicollet  Counties,  MN 
(Mankato,  MN),  Licking  County,  OH 
(Newark,  OH),  Worcester  County,  MA 
(Clinton,  MA),  Grundy  and  Peoria 
Counties,  IL  (Morris  and  Mapleton,  IL), 
and  Chicago,  IL  (facilities  near  Chicago, 
IL),  and  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  146909  (Sub-l)X,  filed  March  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  PIONEER  VAN  LINES, 
INC.,  1810  Park  Place  Bldg.,  Seattle,  WA 
98101.  Representative:  J.  G.  Dail,  Jr.,  P.O. 
Box  LL,  McLean,  VA  22102.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  from  its 
lead  certificate  to  replace  city-wide 
authority  with  county-wide  authority: 
Hennepin  and  Ramsey  Counties,  MN  for 
Minneapolis,  MN;  St.  Louis  County,  MN 


for  Duluth,  MN;  Ward  County,  ND  for 
Minot,  ND;  and  King,  Kitsap,  Pierce,  and 
Snohomish  Counties,  WA  for  Seattle, 
WA. 

MC  147273  (Sub-4)X,  filed  March  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  KENNETH  SHAFER, 
d.b.a.  K  &  T  HOT  SHOT  SERVICE,  P.O. 
Box  1558,  Proctorville,  OH  45669. 
Representative:  John  M.  Friedman,  2930 
Putnam  Ave.,  Hurrican,  WV  25526. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  Sub-No.  3F  certificate  to  (1)  broaden 
the  commodity  description  from 
machinery,  machine  parts,  nickel  and 
nickel  alloys,  and  iron  and  steel  articles 
to  "machinery  and  metal  products;”  (2) 
remove  the  “except  AK  and  HI” 
restriction;  and  (3)  eliminate  “except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment”  restrictions. 

MC  148860  (Sub-2)X,  filed  March  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  D.M.T.  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  2700  Broening  Highway,  Baltimore, 
MD  21222.  Representative:  Theodore 
Polydoroff,  Suite  301, 1307  Dolley 
Madison  Blvd.,  McLean,  VA  22101. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-No.  IF  certificate  to  broaden 
its  commodity  description  from 
automobiles,  trucks,  cabs,  and  chassis, 
in  secondary  movements  in  truckaway 
service,  and  parts  for  such  commodities 
to  “transportation  equipment.” 

[FR  Doc.  81-9211  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Permanent  Authority  Decisions  Volume 
No.  31] 

Restriction  Removals;  Decision-Notice 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-7034  appearing  at  page 
15335,  in  the  issue  of  Thursday,  March  5, 
1981,  make  the  following  correction: 

On  page  15349,  second  column,  the 
last  paragraph,  in  the  application  for 
Hohenwald  Truck  Lines,  Inc.,  first  line, 
“MC  1700  (Sub-26)X”,  should  read  “MC 
17000  (Sub-26)X.” 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


[Permanent  Authority  Decisions  Volume 
No.  29] 

Restriction  Removals;  Decision-Notice 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-6809  appearing  at  page 
14978  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday,  March  3, 
1981,  make  the  following  correction: 

On  page  14981,  in  the  first  column,  the 
paragraph  “MC  118833  (Sub-74)  X”, 
application  of  “GABOR  TRUCKING, 
INC.”  in  the  first  line,  “MC  118833” 
should  have  read  “MC  118838". 

Billing  Code  1505-01-M 


Operating  Rights  Applications; 
Decision-Notice 

The  following  operating  rights 
applications,  filed  on  or  after  July  3, 

1980,  are  filed  in  connection  with 
pending  finance  applications  under  49 
U.S.C.  10926, 11343  or  11344.  The 
applications  are  governed  by  Special 
Rule  252  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.252). 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  Persons  submitting 
protests  to  applications  filed  in 
connection  with  pending  finance 
applications  are  requested  to  indicate 
across  the  front  page  of  all  documents 
and  letters  submitted  that  the  involved 
proceeding  is  directly  related  to  a 
finance  application  and  the  finance 
docket  number  should  be  provided.  A 
copy  of  any  application,  together  with 
applicant’s  supporting  evidence,  can  be 
obtained  from  any  applicant  upon 
request  and  payment  to  applicant  of 
$10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  However,  the 
Commission  may  have  modified  the 
application  to  conform  to  the 
Commission's  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings:  With  the  exceptions  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  applicant  has 
demonstrated  that  its  proposed  service 
warrants  a  grant  of  the  application 
under  the  governing  section  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  service  proposed 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Title  49,  Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code, 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations. 
Except  where  specifically  noted,  this 
decision  is  neither  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  as  to  the  finance  application 
or  to  the  following  operating  rights 
applications  directly  related  thereto 
filed  within  45  days  of  publication  of 
this  decision-notice  (or  if  the  application 
later  becomes  unopposed),appropriate 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant  (except  where  the  application 
involves  duly  noted  problems)  upon 
compliance  with  certain  requirements 
which  will  be  set  forth  in  a  notification 
of  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice. 
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Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  all 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  by 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant's 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3.  Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

Dated:  December  16, 1981. 

MC  98868  (Sub-4),  filed  February  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  CURLEY'S  TRUCKING, 
INC.— CONVERSION,  P.O.  Box  352, 
Odessa,  TX  79760.  Representative: 
William  D.  Lynch,  P.O.  Box  912,  Austin, 
TX  78767.  Transporting  Oiflield 
equipment  and  pipe,  when  moving  as 
oilfield  equipment.  Pipe  when  it  is  to  be 
used  in  the  construction  of  pipe  lines  of 
any  and  every  other  character  or  use 
other  than  oilfield  equipment,  between 
the  points  within  the  area  covered  by 
the  existing  certificate  of  the  applicant: 
except  that  the  applicant  is  prohibited 
from  transporting  pipe  when  not  moving 
as  oilfield  equipment,  where  both  origin 
and  destination  are  places  on  the 
certificated  routes  of  regular  route 
common  carrier  motor  carriers,  when 
such  pipe  is  less  than  four  inches  (4”)  in 
diameter  and  is  also  less  than  twenty- 
eight  feet  (28')  in  length.  This  restriction 
does  not  apply  to  pipe  moving  to  from 
bond  and  lone  star,  Texas.  Trenching 
machines,  tractors,  drag  lines,  back 
fillers,  caterpillars,  road  building 
machinery,  batch  bins,  ditching 
machinery,  bulldozers,  heavy  mixers, 
finishing  machinery,  power  hoists, 
cranes,  heavy  machinery,  pile  driving 
rigs,  paving  machines  and  equipment, 
graders,  construction  equipment,  boilers, 
scrapers,  irrigation  and  drainage 
machinery,  road  maintainers,  electric 
motors,  pumps,  transformers,  circuit 
breakers,  turbines,  bridge  construction 
equipment,  shovels,  planes,  lathes,  air 
compressors,  rotaries,  prefabricated 
houses,  bulk  station  storage  tanks, 
heavy  tanks,  pump  machinery,  erection 
machinery  and  equipment,  refinery 
machinery  and  equipment,  boats  and 
prefabricated  steel  girders,  threshing 
machines,  sawmill  machinery,  telephone 
and  telegraph  poles,  coreosote  and  other 
pilings,  heavy  furnaces  or  ovens,  pipe 
(including  iron,  steel,  concrete, 
composition  or  corrugated),  punches, 
presses,  iron  or  steel  girders,  beams, 


columns,  posts,  channels  and  trusses,' 
generators  and  dynamos,  iron  or  steel 
castings,  sheets,  and  plates,  industrial 
hammers,  industrial  machinery, 
including  laundry,  ice  making,  air 
conditioning,  baker,  bottling,  gin, 
crushing,  dredging,  mill,  brewery,  textile, 
water  plant  and  wire  covering,  twistings 
or  laving,  derricks,  hoists,  steam  or 
internal  combustion  engines,  rollers, 
power  shovels,  safes,  vaults,  bank 
doors,  and  gasoline,  fuel  oil  and  other 
storage  tanks,  when  said  commodities 
are  not  moving  as  oilfield  equipment  as 
follows: 

The  holder  of  this  authority  may 
transport  the  above  named  commodities 
together  with  its  attachments  and  its 
detached  parts  thereof  between 
incorporated  cities,  towns  and  villages 
only  when  the  commodity  to  be 
transported  weighs  4,000  pounds  or 
more  in  a  single  piece  or  when  such 
commodity,  because  of  physical 
characteristics  other  than  weight, 
requires  the  use  of  “special  devices, 
facilities  or  equipment”  for  the  safe  and 
proper  loading  or  unloading  thereof. 
Absorbers  (scrubbers):  air  or  gas  lift 
equipment:  amplifiers,  seismic;  anodes, 
magnesium;  armatures  (heavy)  and 
parts;  assemblies,  backside,  casinghead, 
Christmas  tree,  stuffing,  knock-off, 
screen  setting,  seating  and  set  shoe; 
asphalt  plant;  asphalt  or  pipe  line 
coating,  in  barrels  or  drums;  bailers; 
barges,  benders,  pipe;  blowout 
preventers,  booms,  crane,  truck, 
dragline,  derrick  and  tractor;  brakes  and 
parts;  bridges,  portable  buckets,  clam 
shell,  dragline  and  shovel;  bug  blowers; 
fable  tool  drilling  machines;  cable  tools; 
cat  heads;  chains,  loading,  in  barrels; 
casing  spiders;  chlorine  and  other 
chemicals  in  steel  cylinders  or  tanks 
(not  tank  trucks);  gas  compressors; 
connection  racks;  conveyors;  core 
barrels;  coring  units;  clutches  (heavy); 
crown  blocks;  crank  shafts  (heavy); 
cross-arms  and  their  hardware;  cross- 
ties;  cylinder,  engine  and  compressor; 
dehydration  units;  derrick  ramps; 
derrick  starting  leg;  derrick  skids; 
derrick  steps;  derrick  substructure;  drill 
bits;  drill  collars;  drilling  line;  drilling 
hose;  draw  works;  drilling  rig 
machinery;  elevators;  elevator  bails; 
engine  substructures;  empty  cylinders; 
extensions,  derrick  base;  engine 
compound;  finger  boards;  floor  skids; 
fronts,  rig  or  derrick;  fishing  tools;  fouble 
boards;  fuel  oil  and  gasoline  (not 
including  movement  in  tank  trucks  or 
tank  trailers);  garages,  portable;  guards, 
chain  and  belt;  grief  stems  or  kelly 
joints;  guns,  mud;  gravity  meters;  heat 
exchangers;  hooks;  jack  shafts;  kelly  and 
pipe  straightner;  ladders,  derrick;  light 


plants;  machinery,  pipe  screening,  pipe 
screwing,  pipe  slotting,  pipe  threading  or 
cutting,  pipe  wrapping:  water  well 
machinery,  water  well  surveying 
machinery;  milling  machine;  marsh 
buggies;  magnetic  field  balances; 
magnetometers;  masts;  monorail 
systems;  mud  boats;  mud  houses;  mud 
mixers;  mud  tanks;  mufflers,  (heavy); 
mouse  holes;  nipples,  iron,  cement 
perforators;  planers,  power;  plow;  poles, 
gin;  power  transmission  equipment 
(towers);  pressure  devices;  rails,  steel; 
railroad  engines,  cars  and  equipment; 
rat  holes;  radiators  (heavy);  reamers; 
reinforcing  steel  retorts,  iron  or  steel; 
river  clamps;  rods,  reinforcing  and 
sucker  (single  and  bundles);  recording 
equipment,  road  lumber;  rig  timbers; 
seismic  shooting  equipment;  slips;  shale 
shakers;  screens;  substitutes;  speed 
reducers;  smoke  stacks;  starting  units; 
stand  pipes;  swivels;  suctions;  spears 
and  fishing  tools;  takeoffs,  power;  tool 
joints;  towers;  treating  plants;  tongs; 
traveling  blocks;  tubing  and  tubing 
heads;  valves;  V-belt  drives;  utility 
houses;  welding  machines;  wire  line, 
rope  or  cable,  on  reels;  lift  equipment; 
anchors;  angles  (heavy);  mud,  including 
drilling  mud  and  conditioners  (not 
including  movements  in  tank  trucks  or 
tank  trailers);  propellers  or  shafts; 
blades,  including  bit,  scraper  and  grader; 
boring  machines  or  mills,  including  parts 
and  equipment;  dam  and  power  plant 
machinery  and  equipment  (control 
gates);  collars,  including  drill  or  pipe; 
counterbalances,  including  counter 
shafts  and  weights;  hoppers;  printing 
•  machines;  telephone  equipment  (cables, 
reels,  switchboards);  tools  in  boxes  and 
houses;  trailer,  mounted  units,  including 
mounted  workover  units;  treaters; 
blocks;  jacks  (heavy);  joints,  including 
expansion  or  kelly;  core  drilling 
machines;  core  drilling  equipment; 
protectors  (attached  to  pipe);  and 
heaters,  when  not  moving  as  oilfield 
equipment  as  follows:  The  holder  of  this 
authority  may  transport  the  above- 
named  commodities  (beginning  with  the 
commodity  "Absorbers")  together  with 
its  attachments  and  its  detached  parts 
thereof,  between  points  in  the  pick-up 
and  delivery  limits  of  the  regular  route 
common  carrier  motor  carriers  in 
incorporated  cities,  towns  and  villages 
only  when  the  commodity  to  be 
transported  weighs  4,000  pounds  or 
more  in  a  single  piece  or  when  such 
commodity,  because  of  physcial 
charcteristics  other  than  weight,  require 
the  use  of  “special  devices,  facilities  or 
equipment”  for  the  safe  and  proper 
loading  or  unloading  and  transportation 
thereof.  The  term  “special  devices, 
facilities  or  equipment,”  is  construed  to 
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mean  only  those  operated  by  motive  or 
mechanical  power;  and  all  commodities 
to  be  transported,  beginning  with 
“trenching  machines”,  together  with 
attached  and  detached  parts  thereof, 
must  require  specialized  equipment  for 
the  safe  and  proper  loading  or  unloading 
and  transportation  thereof  between 
points  in  Texas. 

Notes. — The  purpose  of  this  application  is 
to  convert  Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC- 
98868  (Sub-No.  2)  into  a  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity.  Conversion  is 
necessary  because  in  MC-F-14427,  applicant 
acquired  the  interstate  operating  rights  of  J.  E. 
Cox  and  Sons,  Inc. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9153  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  Filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings:  With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 


In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract”. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-34 

Decided  March  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  108407  (Sub-9),  filed  March  4, 

1981.  Applicant:  RUTHIG  TRANSP. 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  174,  Vine  Rd., 

Vineland,  N)  08360.  Representative; 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357, 
Gladstone,  NJ  07934  (201)  435-7140. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  department  stores 
and  discount  houses,  between  points  in 
NJ,  NY,  PA,  DE,  MD,  and  DC. 

MC  117956  (Sub-14),  filed  March  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  SCOTT  TRANSFER 
CO.,  INC.,  1134  Sylvan  Rd.,  SW., 
Atlanta,  GA  30310.  Representative: 
Virgil  H.  Smith,  Suite  12, 1587  Phoenix 
Blvd.,  Atlanta,  GA  30349,  (404)  996-6266. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Fraenkel 
Wholesale  Furniture  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Baton 
Rouge,  LA. 

MC  119656  (Sub-82),  filed  February  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  NORTH  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  247,  Winamac,  IN  46996. 
Representative:  Michael  D.  McCormick, 
1301  Merchants  Plaza,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46204,  (317)  638-1301.  Transporting  (1) 
ores  and  minerals,  (2)  chemicals  and 


related  products,  (3)  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  (4)  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products,  (5)  metal  products,  (6) 
machinery,  (7)  waste  or  scrap  materials 
not  identified  by  industry  producing,  (8) 
building  materials,  and  (9)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
alcoholic  beverages,  (a)  between  points 
in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  MO,  OH  and  WI  and 
(b)  between  points  in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI, 

MO,  OH  and  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  GA,  IA, 
KS,  NY,  PA,  TN  and  WV. 

MC  139906  (Sub-152),  filed  February 
27, 1981.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  30303,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84127.  Representative: 
Richard  A.  Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  NE  68501,  (401)  476-1144. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  the  manufacturers 
and  distributors  of  lawn,  garden,  and 
snow  removal  equipment,  between 
points  in  Polk  County,  IA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  139906  (Sub-153),  filed  February 
27, 1981.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box  30303,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84127.  Representative: 
Richard  A.  Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  NE  68501,  (401)  476-1144. 
Transporting  tobacco  products,  between 
points  in  Cullman  County,  AL,  and 
Jacksonville,  FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  CA,  IL,  MO,  MD, 
NY,  PA,  and  DC. 

MC  154556,  filed  March  3, 1981. 
Applicant:  FUEL,  INC.,  R.R.  25,  Box  243, 
Terre  Haute,  IN  47802.  Representative: 
Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  40248, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46240.  Transporting 
coal  and  coal  products,  between  points 
in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Coal,  Inc.  and  J.H.  &  L  Coal,  Inc., 
both  of  Terre  Haute,  IN. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-35 

Decided:  March  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  22196  (Sub-2),  filed  March  10, 

1981.  Applicant:  ACE  WORLD-WIDE 
MOVING  &  STORAGE,  INC.,  2725 
Whynaucht  Court,  S.E.,  Rochester,  MN 
55901.  Representative:  Robert  J. 
Gallagher,  1000  Connecticut  Ave.,  NW., 
Suite  1200,  Washington,  DC  20036,  (202) 
463-6044.  Transporting  household  goods, 
between  points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO, 
CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  ID,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY, 
LA,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  MT, 
NE,  NV,  NH.  NJ,  NM,  NY,  NC.  ND,  OH, 
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OK,  OR,  PA,  RI,  SC.  SD,  TN,  TX,  UT, 

VA,  WA.  WV,  WI,  WY,  and  DC. 

MC  45656  (Sub-27),  filed  March  3, 

1981.  Applicant:  ANDERSON  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1196,  Lenoir,  NC 
28645.  Representative:  Dan  E.  Anderson 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (704)  728- 
9236.  Transporting  furniture  and 
fixtures,  between  points  in  MD,  VA,  NC, 
SC.  GA,  AL,  TN,  and  DC. 

MC  117786  (Sub-132),  filed  March  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  RILEY  WHITTLE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  19038,  Phoenix,  AZ  85005. 
Representative:  A.  Michael  Bernstein, 

1441  E.  Thomas  Rd.,  Phoenix,  AZ  85014, 
(602)  264-4891.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  drug, 
grocery,  and  department  stores,  between 
points  in  CA,  TN,  PA,  NV,  and  CA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  130786  (Sub-1),  filed  March  13, 

1981.  Applicant:  CARGO 
PROCUREMENT  SYSTEMS,  INC.,  Route 
208,  Wallkill,  NY  12589.  Representative: 
Michael  R.  Werner,  P.O.  Box  1409, 167 
Fairfield  Rd.,  Fairfield,  NJ  07006,  (201) 
575-7700.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
optical  goods,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Bausch  &  Lomb  Corporation,  Softlens 
Division,  of  Rochester,  NY. 

MC  143776  (Sub-18),  filed  March  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  C.D.B., 

INCORPORATED,  155  Spaulding  Ave., 
S.E.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI  49506. 
Representative:  C.  Michael  Tubbs  (same 
address  as  applicant),  800  253- 
9527.Transporting  furniture  and  fixtures, 
between  the  facilities  of  Country  Roads, 
Incorporated,  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  154686,  filed  February  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  FARRIS  TRUCKING,  1705 
Alabama  Ave.,  Haleyville,  AL  35565. 
Representative:  Gene  Farris  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (205)  486-5478. 
Transporting  furniture  and  fixtures, 
between  points  in  Winston  County,  AL, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  IL,  MI,  and  FL. 

MC  147536  (Sub-28),  filed  February  17, 
1981,  previously  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  March  9, 1981,  and 
republished  this  issue.  Applicant:  D.  L. 
SITTON  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1567,  Joplin,  MO  64801.  Representative: 
David  L  Sitton  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (417)  782-2600.  Transporting 
insulation,  between  points  in  McPherson 
County,  KS,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AR,  IL,  LA,  MN,  MO,  OK, 
and  WI. 


Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  correct  the  commodity  description. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9155  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Finance  Docket  No.  28272,  etc.] 

Star  Lake  Railroad  Co.,  et  ah; 
Exemptions  and  Authorization  of 
Construction  and  Operation 
agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Exemptions  and 
Authorization  of  Construction  and 
Operation. 

summary:  The  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  authorizes  the  construction 
of  an  82-mile  rail  line  in  McKinley  and 
San  Juan  Counties  NM,  by  the  Star  Lake 
Railroad  Company  (Star  Lake).  It  also 
exempts  several  related  transactions 
from  its  regulatory  requirements.  Prior 
approval  will  not  be  required  for  (1) 
control  of  Star  Lake  by  The  Atchison, 
Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway  Company 
(Santa  Fe),  (2)  an  operating  agreement 
between  Star  Lake  and  Santa  Fe,  and  (3) 
the  issuance  of  construction  notes  by 
Star  Lake. 

dates:  These  exemptions  are  effective 
on  the  date  of  this  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

addresses:  Petitioner’s  Representative: 
R.  K.  Knowlton,  Milton  E.  Nelson,  Jr., 
Michael  W.  Blaszak,  80  East  Jackson 
Boulevard,  Chicago,  IL  60604. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ellen  D.  Hanson,  (202)  275-7245. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Finance  Docket  No.  28272,  Star  Lake 
Railroad  Company-Rail  Construction 
and  Operation  in  McKinley  County, 

New  Mexico;  Finance  Docket  No.  29036, 
the  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company-Operating 
Agreement-Star  Lake  Railroad 
Company,  Exemption  Under  49  U.S.C. 
11343-11347:  Finance  Docket  No.  29228, 
Star  Lake  Railroad  Company- 
Construction  Notes,  Exemption  Under  49 
U.S.C.  10505  from  49  U.S.C.  11301; 
Finance  Docket  No.  29602,  The  Atchison, 
Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway 
Company — Control — Star  Lake  Railroad 
Company,  Exemption  from  49  U.S.C. 
11343. 

On  September  3, 1976,  Star  Lake  filed 
an  application  in  Finance  Docket  No.' 
28272  seeking  authority  under  49  U.S.C. 
10901  to  construct  approximately  82 
miles  of  railroad  line.  The  proposed  line 
would  extend  from  the  existing  main 
transcontinental  railroad  line  of  the 
Santa  Fe  at  a  point  near  Baca  (Prewitt) 


to  Star  Lake  Junction,  NM,  with  branch 
lines  extending  from  the  latter  point  to 
Gallo  Wash  and  Star  Lake,  NM.  Star 
Lake  is  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  of 
Santa  Fe. 

On  December  31, 1979,  Santa  Fe  and 
Star  Lake  jointly  filed  a  petition  seeking 
exemption  under  49  U.S.C.  10505  from 
the  requirement  of  our  prior  approval  of 

(1)  the  issuance  of  construction  notes  by 
Star  Lake  to  Santa  Fe,  under  49  U.S.C. 
11301,  (in  Finance  Docket  No.  29228)  and 

(2)  an  operating  agreement  between  Star 
Lake  and  Santa  Fe  under  49  U.S.C.  11343 
(in  Finance  Docket  No.  29036).  Each  of 
these  transactions  is  related  to  Star 
Lake's  construction  proposal.  Notice  of 
the  petition  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  29, 1980  (45  FR 
28540).  No  comments  have  been 
submitted. 

On  our  own  motion,  we  have  initiated 
the  proceeding  in  Finance  Docket  No. 
29602  to  consider  the  control 
relationship  between  Star  Lake  and 
Santa  Fe. 

On  March  3, 1980,  the  construction 
proceeding  was  designated  for  handling 
throught  written  verified  statements. 
Continental  Divide  Trail  Society 
(Society)  filed  a  verified  statement 
opposing  the  application.  In  addition, 
the  Pueblo  Pintado  Chapter  of  the  New 
Mexico  Navajo  Ranchers  Association 
(Chapter)  and  an  individual  named 
Martin  Martinez  jointly  filed  a  petition 
to  intervene  (along  with  verified 
statements  in  opposition).  On  August  15, 
1980,  their  intervention  was  authorized 
and  their  statements  accepted  for 
consideration. 

On  February  20, 1981,  we  extended 
the  time  for  issuing  a  decision  in  this 
proceeding  to  March  23, 1981.  We  also 
indicated  that  we  would  decide  this 
case  and  the  related  exemption 
proceeding  on  a  consolidated  record. 

Preliminary  Matter 

On  June  30, 1980,  the  Society  filed  a 
motion  to  reply  to  applicant's  reply 
statement,  under  49  CFR  1100.49.  It  has 
failed  to  demonstrate  just  cause  for 
departure  from  our  general  rule 
prohibiting  such  pleadings.  Accordingly, 
the  motion  will  be  denied. 

Pertinent  Facts 

A.  The  Rail  Construction  Proceeding: 

Star  Lake  proposes  to  construct  and 
operate  a  rail  line  in  the  “San  Juan 
Basin,"  a  region  in  northwestern  New 
Mexico  rich  in  low-sulfur  coal.  See  the 
map  in  Appendix  A.1  Appendix  B 


1  Appendix  A  is  filed  as  part  of  the  original 
document  with  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register.  • 

Continued 
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describes  the  proposed  route  in  more 
detail. 

The  region  through  which  the 
proposed  rail  corridor  would  run  is 
sparsely  populated.  It  borders,  but  does 
not  encroach  upon,  the  Navajo  Indian 
reservation.  Livestock  grazing  is  the 
primary  agricultural  activity  in  the 
region. 

Stations  will  be  established  in  South 
Hospah,  Star  Lake  Junction,  Star  Lake, 
and  Gallo  Wash.  Of  the  total  mileage 
from  each  of  the  points  to  the  nearest 
existing  railroad  station  at  Grants,  NM, 
almost  60  percent  has  only  light  duty  on 
dirt  roads,  about  23  percent  has  medium 
duty  roads,  and  less  than  18  percent  has 
heavy  duty  capability. 

There  is  some  coal  mining  activity 
currently  in  the  region.  However,  rail 
service  to  Star  Lake,  Hospah  and  Gallo 
Wash,  NM,  should  result  in  vastly 
increased  productivity.  The  final 
environmental  impact  statement  ("EIS”) 
prepared  in  conjunction  with  this 
proceeding  concludes  that  if  the  rail  line 
is  not  built,  various  coal  mines  would 
not  be  developed,  “and  coal  production 
from  the  region  would  amount  to  14.5 
million  tons  in  1990.  approximately  16.5 
million  less  than  if  the  railroad  were 
built.”  2  Star  lake  estimates  that 
construction  will  take  about  21  months 
and  will  cost  approximately  $81.1 
million. 

Star  Lake  states  that  two  utility 
companies,  Tucson  Electric  Power 
Company  and  Texas  Utilities,  Inc.,  have 
already  secured  contractual  rights  to 
coal  fields  adjacent  to  Star  Lakes’s 
proposed  right-of-way.  The  coal 
reserves  of  these  two  companies  are 
estimated  to  be  approximately  368 
million  tons.  In  addition,  there  are  other 
adjacent  reserves  without  firm 
development  plans.  Applicant  argues 
that  rail  service  will  constitute  an 
integral  part  of  the  development  of  these 
resources,  which  will  supply  needed 
additional  power  to  the  western  States. 

It  estimates  that  annually  4.5  million 
tons  of  coal  will  be  transported  to 
market  by  1986,  and  9  million  tons 
annually  by  1990. 

In  addition,  applicant  contends  that 
increased  coal  production  will  spur  the 
region's  economic  growth,  benefiting  the 
entire  State  of  New  Mexico.  Finally,  Star 
Lake  argues  that  the  proposed  rail 


Copies  may  be  obtained  by  writing  to  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  12th 
and  Constitution  Ave.  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

2  Volume  2  of  EIS,  Chapter  VIII  at  page  SLR  VIII— 
1.  The  EIS  was  prepared  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Interior,  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (the  lead 
agency).  It  was  made  available  for  public  Inspection 
as  of  February  26, 1979.  Notice  of  the  Final  EIS 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  on  March  12, 1979, 
at  44  F.R.  13579,  and  it  became  final  30  days  later. 


corridor  is  environmentally  superior  to 
all  alternate  corridors  considered,  and 
cites  the  EIS  in  support  of  this 
contention. 

Applicant  is  a  noncarrier,  wholly 
owned  subsidiary  of  Santa  Fe.  It  was 
incorporated  on  August  6, 1976,  to 
construct  and  operate  a  railroad.  Its 
investment  will  consist  only  of  the  right- 
of-way  and  normal  track  structure  and 
related  facilities.  Santa  Fe  intends  to 
operate  over  and  maintain  the  line 
pursuant  to  an  operating  agreement  with 
applicant.  In  doing  so,  it  will  provide 
motive  power,  rolling  stock  and  related 
equipment. 

Star  Lake  has  actively  (although  to 
date  unsuccessfully)  sought  shipper 
participation  in  financing  the  line’s 
construction.  It  is  prepared,  however,  to 
meet  the  estimated  $81  million 
construction  cost  through  the  issuance 
of  construction  notes  to  Santa  Fe,  using 
payments  under  their  operating 
agreement  to  retire  the  notes.  [Santa  Fe, 
which  has  submitted  balance  sheets  and 
income  statements  covering  recent 
periods,  states  its  ability  to  meet  these 
costs  out  of  its  general  corporate  funds 
and  supplemental  borrowing  from 
lending  institutions  to  the  extent 
required.] 

Protestant  Martinez  is  a  Navajo 
Indian  who  resides  near  the  proposed 
rail  corridor.  The  Chapter  is  an 
organization  representing  Navajo 
Indians  in  this  region.  Generally,  they 
contend  that  the  proposed  line  threatens 
the  livelihood  (primarily  ranching),  as 
well  as  religious,  cultural,  social  and 
historical  values,  of  persons  living  in  the 
San  Juan  Basin.  Additionally,  they 
challenge  applicant's  fitness  (financially 
and  otherwise),  arguing,  in  part,  that 
coal  development  plans  in  this  area  are 
highly  speculative;  that  applicant  lacks 
adequate  working  capital;  and  that 
applicant  has  engaged  in  improper 
practices  in  order  to  acquire  rights-of- 
way  along  the  proposed  rail  corridor. 
They  also  claim  that  applicant  has  not 
adequately  explained  its  relationship  to 
corporations  which  own  coal  deposits  in 
the  region,  and  which  would  (as 
opposed  to  the  public)  reap  any  gains 
stemming  from  this  proposal.  They  argue 
further  that  Santa  Fe,  not  Star  Lake,  is 
the  proper  applicant  here. 

In  arguing  that  applicant  has  not 
shown  a  public  need  for  the  proposed 
rail  construction,  these  protestants  state 
further  that  coal  demand  is  decreasing. 
On  the  other  hand,  they  argue  that,  if  the 
demand  for  coal  increases, 
implementing  this  plan  would  seriously 
and  adversely  affect  the  local 
population,  insofar  as  employment 
opportunities  would  not  benefit  the  local 


population,  but  rather  non-Indians 
migrating  to  the  area. 

Finally,  they  claim  that  this  proposal 
is  contrary  to  a  number  of  Federal  laws 
designed  to  protect  the  local  (Indian) 
population’s  religious,  social,  and 
environmental  concerns. 

The  Society’s  position  is  that 
alternative  rail  lines  should  be 
considered  to  that  proposed  by 
applicant.  It  contends  that  the  proposed 
line  will  have  an  adverse  environmental 
impact  upon  the  proposed  Continental 
Divide  Trail,  which  has  been  designated 
a  national  scenic  trail  under  the 
National  Parks  and  Recreation  Act  of 
1978  (Public  Law  95-675).  It  argues  that 
the  proposed  rail  corridor  will  impair  the 
trail's  recreation  potential.  It  suggests 
that  the  EIS  is  inadequate  and  should  be 
reevaluated  and  modified  Finally,  the 
society  suggests  that  while  an  alternate 
route  would  not  eliminate  the  crossing 
of  the  trail  by  the  railroad,  it  could 
mitigate  adverse  impacts. 

In  reply  to  the  Society,  applicant 
argues  that  the  EIS  adequately 
addresses  the  issues  raised  and  properly 
concludes  that  the  proposed  route  is 
superior  from  an  environmental 
sociological  and  engineering  standpoint. 
Applicant  states  that  it  will  take  steps  to 
substantially  mitigate  any  adverse 
impacts  of  its  proposal  (including 
fencing  the  right-of-way,  restricting 
contractors  from  excessive  disturbances 
of  the  terrain,  and  requiring  contractors 
to  return  disturbed  areas  to  their  pre¬ 
construction  condition). 

Inasmuch  as  Star  Lake  has  proceeded 
with  construction  plans  in  reliance  upon 
the  EIS,  it  argues  that  it  would  be  unjust 
to  now  reopen  issues  previously 
considered  in  the  EIS.  It  states  that  the 
attendant  delays  would  result  in  largely 
increased  construction  costs  and 
preclude  it  from  meeting  its  completion 
date.  This,  it  alleges,  would  result  in 
hardship  to  prospective  shippers,  as 
well  as  power  consumers  in  the  West 
and  Southwest. 

In  reply  to  the  remaining  protestants. 
applicant  maintains  that  it  is  fit, 
financially  and  otherwise,  to  proceed 
with  the  rail  construction  and  has  the 
necessary  financing.  The  fact  that  it  is  a 
new,  untried  company  or  affiliated  with 
Santa  Fe.  cannot  serve  as  a  basis  for 
denying  this  proposal,  it  states. 
Regarding  protestants’  allegations  of 
“bad  faith”  practices  in  acquiring  rights- 
of-way,  Star  Lake  notes  that  this  issue  is 
currently  being  litigated  before  the 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  in  a 
Department  of  Interior  proceeding. 
Applicant  argues  that  this  rail 
construction  proceeding  is  not  the 
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proper  forum  for  determining  that 
particular  issue. 

With  respect  to  public  need,  applicant 
contends  that  the  many  benefits 
accruing  to  the  public  as  a  consequence 
of  its  proposal  far  outweigh  possible 
disadvantages  which  may  befall 
protestants.  Moreover,  applicant  argues 
that  protestants  have  not  demonstrated 
whether  or  to  what  extent  its  proposal 
will  adversely  affect  the  religious  and 
sociological  concerns  of  the  local 
population. 

B.  The  Exemption  Proceeding 

As  previously  stated,  Star  Lake 
proposes  to  execute  an  operating 
agreement  with  Santa  Fe,  whereby  the 
latter  company  would  perform  all 
operations  over  the  railroad  line.  Also, 
Star  Lake  proposes  to  issue  construction 
notes  to  its  parent  company  to  finance 
the  rail  construction.  The  notes  would 
be  retired  through  payments  received  by 
Star  Lake  pursuant  to  the  operating 
agreement. 

Acquisition  by  a  rail  carrier  of 
trackage  rights  over,  or  joint  ownership 
in,  or  joint  use  of,  a  railroad  line  owned 
or  operated  by  another  rail  carrier  is  a 
transaction  that  requires  our  approval 
under  49  U.S.C.  11343.  To  seek 
Commission  approval,  an  application 
must  be  filed  in  compliance  with  49  CFR 
Part  1111.  Also,  a  carrier  may  not  issue 
securities  to  another  person  without  our 
approval  under  49  U.S.C.  11301.  This 
approval  must  be  sought  through  an 
application  filed  pursuant  to  49  CFR 
1115.  Petitioners  contend,  however,  that 
their  proposals  should  be  exempted 
from  our  review,  under  49  U.S.C.  10505, 
because  they  are  in-house  type 
transactions  of  limited  scope.  They 
claim  that  the  transactions  will  not 
affect  the  general  public,  shippers  or 
other  carriers,  nor  alter  any  existing 
operations  or  competitive  balance. 

Discussion  and  conclusions 

A  THE  RAIL  CONSTRUCTION 
PROCEEDING: 

Under  the  provisions  of  49  U.S.C. 
10901,  a  rail  carrier  may  not  construct 
and  operate  an  additional  rail  line 
without  first  obtaining  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  such  action.  This  proceeding 
involves  a  proposal  to  construct  and 
operate  a  new  railroad  line  by  a  newly 
established  corporation  (Star  Lake). 
Additionally,  actual  operations  over  the 
line  would  be  performed  by  applicant’s 
parent  corporation  (Santa  Fe). 

The  provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  10901 
apply  to  new  railroad  lines  proposed  for 
construction  and  operation  by  a 
corporation  not  previously  considered  a 


carrier  subject  to  our  jurisdiction.  See 
Texas  &  C.  R.R.  v.  Northside  Ry„  276  * 
U.S.  475  (1928).  Moreover,  they  apply  to 
new  lines  constructed  by  an  entity 
which  will  not  itself  perform  operations 
over  the  line  if  these  operations  are 
controlled  by  or  with  the  nonoperating 
owner.  See  Texas  &N.O.  R.  Co. 
Abandonment,  317 1.C.C.  245  (1960); 
Harris  County  Houston  Ship  Channel 
Nav.  Dist.  Operation,  290 1.C.C-  83 
(1953). 

Initially,  we  conclude  that  Star  Lake  is 
a  carrier  subject  to  our  jurisdiction,  and 
its  proposal  is  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  section  10901.  *We  reach  this 
determination  in  light  of  Star  Lake's 
relationship  to  Santa  Fe  (the  railroad 
which  would  actually  perform 
operations  over  the  proposed  line)  and 
the  degree  of  control  it  will  exercise 
over  the  line  and  operations. 
Additionally,  Star  Lake  will  hold  itself 
out  to  provide  transportation  service. 

The  presence  of  that  "holding  out"  to 
transport  the  property  of  anyone  who 
might  choose  to  use  the  service  is  a 
salient  factor  in  fixing  common  carrier 
status.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  Merger  New 
York  Central  R.  Co.,  347 1.C.C.  536,  549 
(1974);  Status  of  Bush  Universal,  Inc., 

342  I.C.C.  550,  564  (1973);  State  of  Vt. 
and  Vermont  Ry„  Inc.,  Acquisition  and 
OP.,  320  I.C.C.  609,  611-12  (1964).  See 
also  Union  Stock  Yard  &  Transit  Co.  v. 
United  States,  308  U.S.  213  (1939); 

United  States  v.  California,  297  U.S.  175 
(1936);  United  States  v.  Brooklyn 
Eastern  District  Terminal,  249  U.S.  296 
(1919). 

Having  determined  that  the  proposal 
is  subject  to  49  U.S.C.  10901,  we  may 
now  weigh  its  merits  under  that  section. 
We  find  that  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  requires  or  permits  the 
proposed  rail  construction. 

Construction  of  the  proposed  line  is 
essential  to  coal  development  in  the 
affected  region.  Barring  the  introduction 
of  rail  service,  it  is  doubtful  that  coal 
mining  plans  would  go  forward.  The 
need  to  foster  the  development  of 
additional  energy  resources  is  great, 
particularly  at  a  time  when  our  nation  is 
actively  seeking  to  reduce  its  reliance 
upon  foreign  oil.  The  consequence  of  the 
proposed  rail  construction  will  be  to 
spur  coal  development  in  the  San  Juan 
Basin,  and  ultimately  to  provide  power 
to  consumers  at  numerous  points  in  the 
western  United  States. 

Notwithstanding  our  general  concern 
to  foster  energy  growth,  we  must  still 
weigh  the  benifits  of  this  specific 
proposal  in  light  of  protestants’ 
contentions.  These  arguments  fall  into 
two  general  categories.  Initially,  we 
must  question  whether  the  benefits  of 
this  proposal  outweigh  real  and/or 


potential  adverse  impacts  upon  the 
particular  region  and  its  population. 
Secondly,  is  this  particular  applicant  fit, 
financially  and  otherwise,  to  proceed 
with  the  propose  construction? 

The  EIS  addresses  environmental 
concerns  articulated  by  protestants. 
Regarding  air  quality,  water  resources, 
soils  and  vegetation,  the  EIS  indicates 
that  the  proposed  rail  corridor  would 
have  a  relatively  minor  impact  upon  the 
region.  It  reaches  similar  conclusions 
regarding  land  use,  recreation,  and 
agricultural  grazing  in  the  area.3  In  each 
instance,  these  findings  reflect  the  fact 
that  disturbances  to  the  region  stemming 
from  the  rail  construction  will  be  limited 
to  a  small  fraction  of  the  total  acreage.4 

There  will,  of  course,  be  unavoidable 
adverse  impacts  upon  fossil  materials 
and  archeological  sites  in  the  region. 
However,  a  relatively  small  number  of 
sites  will  be  disturbed  within  the  region. 
Furthermore,  applicant  will,  as  noted, 
take  steps  to  salvage  information  from 
the  affected  sites  prior  to  and  during 
construction,  and  to  mitigate  adverse 
impacts.  To  insure  that  applicant  does 
so  we  will  condition  our  authorization  of 
this  proposal  accordingly. 

The  EIS  also  points  out  some  positive 
impacts  upon  the  region  beyond  the 
actual  development  of  coal  resources. 
The  proposed  rail  construction  would 
result  immediately  in  increased 
employment  opportunities  and  enhanced 
income,  as  well  as  the  future 
development  of  additional  coal  mines  in 
the  region  which  would  otherwise  not 
exist.  Economic  benefits  to  the  local 
Indian  population  would  help  to  offset 
potential  negative  impacts  experienced 
by  the  local  population  as  a  result  of 
social  change. 

Finally,  the  proposed  rail  corridor 
appears  to  be  clearly  superior  to  the 


’See  Volume  2  of  the  EIS.  Chapter  III.  “Impacts  of 
the  Proposed  Action." 

Mbid. 

Concerning  recreation,  the  report  indicates  that 
“activities  would  not  be  appreciably  affected  . . . 
because  those  occuring  within  the  corridor  are 
primarily  a  dispersed  type.  The  recreationist 
participating  in  these  activities  is  not  dependent  on 
the  289.6  acres  of  public  lands  within  the  2,954  acres 
of  committed  land  in  the  right-of-way."  See  page 
SLR  III-U. 

Regarding  grazing,  the  EIS  indicates  that  nearly 
3000  acres  of  right-of-way  would  be  removed  from 
livestock  grazing  during  the  economic  life  of  the 
railroad  (after  which  the  land  would  be  returned  to 
grazing).  It  states  that  “a  low  adverse  impact  would 
be  realized  by  most  livestock  operators  affected  .  .  . 
due  to  the  relatively  low  number  of  AUMs  (animal 
unit  months)  lost.”  It  is  estimated  that  5  to  10  Indian 
operators  would  be  affected  by  the  proposal,  which 
would  result  in  the  unavoidable  loss  of  402  AUMs 
for  the  life  of  the  railroad.  See  page  SLR  111—12,  and 
also  Chapter  V  of  Volume  2,  "Unavoidable  Adverse 
Impacts"  at  page  SLR  V-l. 
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alternatives  considered.5  As  previously 
noted,  the  absence  of  rail  service  from 
the  region  would  serve  to  substantially 
curtail  potential  coal  development. 

Other  modes  of  transport  are 
impractical  and  inefficient,  as  well  as 
environmentally  unsound. 

Star  Lake  considered  several  alternate 
rail  corridors  to  the  one  proposed, 
assessed  as  inferior  in  the  E1S. 
Essentially,  alternate  rail  corridors  have 
either  similar  or  worsened 
environmental  impacts. 

We  conclude  that  the  environmental 
impacts  of  the  proposal  do  not  warrant 
denial  of  this  application.  While  there 
will  be  a  measure  of  disturbance  to  the 
region  and  some  of  its  inhabitants, 
benefits  stemming  from  the  proposed 
action  outweigh  negative  consequences. 

The  Chapter  and  Mr.  Martinez 
contend  that  Star  Lake  is  not  the  proper 
applicant  in  this  case  since  Santa  Fe  will 
actually  operate  the  line.  Star  Lake 
clearly  intends  to  undertake  the 
proposed  construction;  it  is  an 
appropriate  applicant  for  this  purpose.  It 
is  equally  clear,  however,  that  Santa  Fe 
will  be  wholly  responsible  for 
operations  conducted  on  the  line,  as 
well  as  its  maintenance.  Accordingly, 
we  will  require  Santa  Fe  to  join  in  this 
application,  as  the  “operating" 
applicant,  as  a  prior  condition  to  our 
issuance  of  a  certificate.  [We  will  issue 
a  certificate  authorizing  construction  by 
Star  Lake  and  operation  by  Santa  Fe, 
with  each  applicant  bearing  the 
pertinent  service  obligations  imposed  by 
the  Act.]  This  will  help  insure  that  the 
public  will  clearly  understand  the 
corporate  relationship  of  Star  Lake  and 
Santa  Fe  and  each  one’s  participation 
and  legal  responsibilities  with  respect  to 
the  line. 

Joint  protestants  have  also  raised  a 
number  of  issues  concerning  Star  Lake’s 
fitness.  As  noted,  these  issues  relate  to 
(1]  applicant’s  financial  viability, 
particularly  since  Star  Lake  is  a  new 
company  without  any  “track  record”;  (2) 
the  corporate  relationship  of  applicant 
to  other  Santa  Fe  subsidiaries  which 
have  mineral  holdings  in  the  area;  (3) 
the  manner  in  which  applicant  acquired 
rights-of-way  in  the  area;  and  (4) 
whether  applicant’s  proposal  is  violative 
of  various  federal  statutes. 

The  mere  fact  that  an  applicant  is  a 
new  company  about  to  assume  a 
measure  of  financial  risk  cannot  alone 
provide  a  basis  for  denying  its  proposal, 
particularly  where  the  proposal  is 
otherwise  found  to  be  required  or 
permitted  by  the  public  convenience  and 

6  See  Volume  20  of  the  E1S,  Chapter  VIII, 
“Alternatives  to  the  Proposed  Action.”  See  also. 
Volume  1  of  the  EIS.  Chapter  VIII. 


necessity.  Also,  applicant  has  stated 
that  regardless  of  whether  it  receives 
financial  support  from  prospective 
shippers  on  the  line,  it  will  be  able  to 
derive  financial  support  from  its  parent 
corporation,  Santa  Fe.  Moreover,  it 
appears  that  over  time,  coal  production 
will  increase  in  the  area  and  the  line's 
profits  will  increase  correspondingly. 
These  factors,  coupled  with  the 
readiness  of  applicant  and  its  parent  to 
assume  the  financial  risk  involved  favor 
our  authorizing  the  venture.  See 
Construction  By  Lowell  &  Southern  R.R., 
11 7 1.C.C.  1  (1926). 

The  corporate  relationship  between 
applicant,  Santa  Fe,  and  other  Santa  Fe 
subsidiaries,  is  not  a  basis  for  denial 
where  there  is  no  evidence 
demonstrating  that  applicant  would 
engage  in  discriminatory  practices. 
Moreover,  applicant's  amended  “return 
to  questionnaire”  indicates  that  while 
applicant  is  affiliated  with  several 
companies  which  own  coal  deposits  in 
the  area,  these  deposits  have  been 
leased  to  other  (unrelated)  firms. 
Consequently,  applicant’s  affiliates  will 
not  act  as  shippers  once  the  proposed 
operations  are  under  way. 

Protestants’  allegations  of 
"misconduct”  in  obtaining  rights-of-way 
from  landowners  are  serious  ones. 
However,  this  issue  is  being  fully 
addressed  in  another  forum  (Department 
of  Interior,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs). 

The  Resolution  of  this  issue  will  affect 
applicant’s  ability  to  go  forward  with  its 
proposal  regardless  of  whether  we  find 
a  public  need  for  the  proposed 
construction  in  this  proceeding. 
Consequently,  we  will  not  seek  to 
resolve  this  issue. 

Protestants  also  claim  that  applicant's 
failure  to  plan  for  rail  passenger  service 
is  violative  of  25  U.S.C.  312  and  313. 
Section  312  concerns,  and  as  here 
pertinent,  the  granting  of  rights-of-way 
to  railroads  through  Indian  lands  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Interior 
provided  that  certain  conditions  are  met. 
Section  313  sets  forth  maximum  “width” 
specifications  of  rights-of-way. 

Applicant  claims  that  the  former  statute, 
adopted  80  years  ago.  is  inconsistent 
with  the  comprehensive  scheme  adopted 
by  Congress  in  the  Railroad  Passenger 
Service  Act  of  1970  [45  U.S.C.  501  et 
seq.],  and  should  no  longer  be 
interpreted  as  having  any  force  and 
effect.  Regarding  section  313,  applicant 
states  that  is  has  filed  a  request  with  the 
Department  of  Interior  (in  accordance 
with  that  agency’s  regulations)  for  a 
right-of-way  in  excess  of  the  maximum 
width. 

These  are  also  matters  within  the 
specific  jurisdiction  of  the  Department 
of  Interior  and  that  agency  is  the  proper 


forum  for  litigating  claims  under  Title  25 
[Indians.].  We  emphasize  that  our 
decision  in  this  proceeding  is 
permissive.  Consequently, 
notwithstanding  a  finding  of  public  need 
for  a  proposed  rail  construction, 
applicant  is  not  required  to  consummate 
the  transaction,  and  may  not  be  able  to 
proceed  further  with  its  proposal  if 
precluded  from  so  doing  by  the  dictates 
of  another  governmental  entity  having 
statutory  authority  which  impacts  upon 
the  rail  construction. 

Joint  protestants  also  have  challenged 
this  proposal  in  view  of  its  allegedly 
negative  impact  upon  the  religious 
practices  of  Indians  in  the  region;  the 
environment  generally,  and  historic 
structures  in  die  vicinity.* These  matters 
were  addressed  appropriately  in  the  EIS 
and  protestants  have  failed  to  adduce 
concrete  evidence  supporting  their 
arguments. 

Under  49  U.S.C.  10001(e),  we  have 
discretionary  power  to  impose  labor 
protection  provisions  in  authorizing  a 
railroad  to  construct  and  operate  a  new 
line.  In  this  proceeding,  however,  the 
evidence  demonstrates  that  while  the 
proposed  line  construction  and 
operation  will  result  in  additional 
employment  opportunities,  it  will  not 
adversely  impact  existing  employees. 
Accordingly,  we  will  not  impose  the 
labor  protection  requirements  here. 

Lastly,  joint  protestants’  contention 
that  applicant’s  verified  statements  in 
support  of  its  proposal  were  not  timely 
filed  is  incorrect. 

B.  THE  EXEMPTION  PROCEEDING 

Statutory  Criteria.  After  our 
publication  of  this  proposal  in  the 
Federal  Register,  the  Staggers  Rail  Act 
of  1980  (Pub.  L  No.  96-448,  section  213, 
94  Stat.  1895,  October  14, 1980)  amended 
49  U.S.C.  §  10505.  As  a  general  rule, 
administrative  agencies  are  required  to 
apply  the  law  in  effect  at  the  time  of 
decision.  See  Ziffrin,  Inc.  v.  United 
States,  318  F.  2d  1058, 1066-1067  (D.C. 
Cir.  1978).  Therefore,  we  will  apply  the 
law  as  amended  by  the  1980  Act  to  this 
case. 

Section  10505,  as  amended,  authorizes 
us  to  exempt  a  transaction  when  we  find 
that  (1)  continued  regulation  is  not 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  rail 
transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C.  10101a 
and  (2)  either  the  transaction  is  of 
limited  scope  or  regulation  is  not 
necessary  to  protect  shippers  from  the 
abuse  of  market  power. 

‘Specifically,  protestants  argue  that  the  proposal 
violates  42  U.S.C.  1996  (American  Indian  Freedom 
Act),  16  U.S.C.  470F  (National  Historic  Preservation 
Act),  and  42  U.S.C  4331  (National  Environmental 
Policy  Act). 
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The  transactions  for  which  Star  Lake 
and  Santa  Fe  seek  exemption  are  in- 
house  transactions.  Clearly,  each 
reflects  the  best  business  judgment  of 
the  two  companies  with  respect  to  the 
financing  and  ultimate  operation  of  the 
line.  We  are  reluctant  to  substitute  or 
our  judgment  for  theirs  where  no  useful 
public  purpose  would  be  served  through 
our  prior  review  and  approval  of  the 
transaction. 

Our  prior  approval  of  the  proposed 
securities  issuance  is  unnecessary  to 
carry  out  the  transportation  policy  of  49 
U.S.C.  10101a,  and  would  be 
inconsistent  with  our  policy  to  minimize 
the  need  for  Federal  regulatory  control. 
Regulation  of  the  financing  agreement  is 
not  necessary  to  protect  shippers  from 
the  abuse  of  market  power.  Moreover, 
Santa  Fe  has  demonstrated  its 
willingness  and  ability  to  finance  the 
rail  construction  (as  evidenced  through 
its  submission  of  financial  data  in  the 
rail  construction  proceeding). 

Similarly,  the  proposed  trackage  rights 
agreement  is  merely  an  adjunct  to  the 
rail  construction  proposal,  limited  in 
scope,  and  will  not  adversely  impact 
either  shippers  or  other  carriers. 
Regulation  of  the  transaction  is 
unnecessary  to  carry  out  the  rail 
transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C.  10101. 

Our  decision  to  exempt  a  trackage 
rights  agreement  does  not  relieve  a 
carrier  of  its  obligation  to  protect  the 
interests  of  employees  as  otherwise 
required  by  49  U.S.C.  Subtitle  IV.  We 
have  determined  that  the  employee 
protective  provisions  developed  in 
Norfolk  and  Western  Ry.  Co. — Trackage 
Rights— BN.  354  I.C.C.  605,  614  (1978),  as 
modified  by  Mendocino  Coast  Ry.  Inc. — 
Lease  and  Operate,  360  I.C.C.  653,  664-5, 
(1980),  apply  to  employees  involved  in 
trackage  rights  transactions. 
Accordingly,  these  protective  provisions 
will  be  imposed  here. 

Final  matters 

Inasmuch  as  Star  Lake  is  a  carrier 
subject  to  our  jurisdiction,  we  must 
consider  the  control  of  Star  Lake  by 
Santa  Fe  in  light  of  49  U.S.C.  11343. 
Under  this  section  our  approval  of  the 
control  relationship  is  required. 
Accordingly,  we  have  instituted  the 
proceeding  in  Finance  Docket  No.  29602 
to  consider  the  corporate  relationship  of 
Sante  Fe  and  Star  Lake. 

We  have  already  exempted  as  a  class 
“transactions  within  a  corporate  family 
that  do  not  result  in  adverse  changes  in 
service  levels,  significant  operational 
changes,  or  a  change  in  the  competitive 
balance  with  carriers  outside  the 
corporate  family,”  49  CFR  1111.5(c)(3). 
See  Railroad  Consolidation  Procedures. 
45  FR  62991,  September  23, 1980. 


In  this  proceeding,  the  involved 
transaction  is  tantamount  to  a 
“continuance  in  control"  by  Santa  Fe  of 
Star  Lake.  The  consequences  of  the 
transaction,  within  a  corporate  family, 
weighed  against  the  criteria  of  49  CFR 
1111.5(c)(3),  clearly  qualify  it  for 
exemption  from  regulation. 

The  exemption  does  not,  however, 
relieve  the  carriers  of  their  obligation  to 
protect  the  interests  of  employees  as 
otherwise  required  by  49  U.S.C.  subtitle 
IV.  See  49  U.S.C.  10505(g)(2).  We  have 
determined  that  the  employee  protective 
provisions  developed  in  New  York  Dock 
Ry. — Control — Brooklyn  Eastern  Dist., 

360  I.C.C.  60  (1979),  satisfy  the  statutory 
requirements  for  protection  of 
employees  involved  in  control 
transactions  under  49  U.S.C.  11343. 
Accordingly,  these  protective  provisions 
will  be  imposed  here. 

We  Find 

In  Finance  Docket  No.  28272:  (1)  The 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  or  permit  the 
construction  and  operation  of  the 
railroad  line  described  in  Appendix  B 
subject  to  the  conditions  that  (1)  Santa 
Fe  join  in  this  proposal  as  an  applicant 
with  respect  to  the  operations  over  the 
line  and  (2)  applicants  take  all 
necessary  steps  to  mitigate  adverse 
impacts  upon  the  environment  stemming 
from  this  construction. 

(2)  The  expenses  of  the  proposal  will 
not  impair  the  ability  of  applicant,  to 
perform  its  obligation  to  the  public. 

(3)  Employees  will  not  be  adversely 
affected. 

(4)  This  action  does  not  significantly 
affect  energy  consumption. 

(5)  To  the  extent  that  certain  adverse 
environmental  impacts  will  result  from 
this  action  even  after  all  necessary 
mitigating  steps  are  taken  by  applicants, 
such  impacts  are  outweighed  by  other 
factors  as  discussed  in  this  decision,  and 
do  not  warrant  denial  of  the  application. 

In  Finance  Docket  Nos.  29036,  29228, 
and  29602: 

(1)  Commission  regulation  of  these 
matters  is  not  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
rail  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101a. 

(2)  Regulation  of  the  transaction  in 
Finance  Docket  No.  29228  is  not 
necessary  to  protect  shippers  from  an 
abuse  of  market  power.  The  transaction 
in  Finance  Docket  No.  29036  is  limited  in 
scope. 

The  transaction  in  Finance  Docket  No. 
29602  is  within  the  class  of  transactions 
which  are  exempt  from  regulation  under 
49  CFR  1111.5(c)(3). 

(3)  This  decision  will  not  operate  to 
relieve  any  rail  carrier  from  an 


obligation  to  protect  the  interests  of 
employees  as  required  by  49  U.S.C. 
Subtitle  IV. 

(4)  This  decision  is  not  a  major  federal 
action  significantly  affecting  either 
energy  consumption  or  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment. 

It  is  ordered: 

In  Finance  Docket  No.  28272:  (1)  This 
decision  shall  be  effective  on  the  date  of 
service.  A  certificate  will  be  issued  upon 
compliance  by  Santa  Fe  with  the 
condition  that  it  join  in  the  proposal  as 
an  applicant  for  the  purpose  of 
performing  the  operations  over  the  line. 
The  certificate  will  authorize 
construction  by  Star  Lake  and  operation 
by  Santa  Fe. 

(2)  Star  Lake  and  Santa  Fe, 
respectively,  shall  report  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  within  15  days 
after  the  date  upon  which  construction 
was  completed  and  operations  were 
commenced  over  the  line. 

(3)  When  Santa  Fe  files  schedules 
establishing  rates  and  charges,  the 
schedules  shall  refer  to  this  certificate 
and  decision  by  date  and  docket 
number. 

(4)  If  the  authority  granted  by  this 
certificate  and  decision  is  exercised  Star 
Lake  shall,  within  60  days,  submit  two 
copies  of  journal  entries  required  to 
record  the  transaction. 

In  Finance  Docket  Nos.  29228,  29036, 
and  29602:  (1)  Pursuant  to  49  U.S.C. 

10505  we  exempt  the  transaction  in  1) 
Finance  Docket  No.  29228  from  49  U.S.C. 
11301,  and  2)  Finance.  Docket  Nos.  29036 
and  29602  from  49  U.S.C.  11343,  subject 
to  the  conditions  for  the  protection  of 
railroad  employees  imposed  by  49 
U.S.C.  subtitle  IV. 

(2)  Star  Lake  and  Santa  Fe  shall  have 
60  days  after  completing  these 
transactions  to  submit  three  copies  of 
sworn  statements  showing  all  journal 
entries,  if  any,  required  to  record  the 
transactions. 

(3)  Notice  of  our  action  shall  be  given 
to  the  general  public  by  delivery  of  a 
copy  of  this  decision  to  the  Director, 
Federal  Register,  for  publication. 

(4)  These  exemptions  will  continue  in 
effect  for  two  years  from  the  effective 
date  of  this  decision.  Star  Lake  and 
Santa  Fe  must  consummate  the 
transactions  during  that  time  in  order  to 
take  advantage  of  the  exemption. 

(5)  These  decisions  shall  be  effective 
on  the  date  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Dated:  March  19, 1981. 
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By  the  Commission,  Acting  Chairman 
Alexis.  Commissioners  Gresham,  Clapp, 
Trantum,  and  Gilliam. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  B 1 

Description  of  the  proposed  railroad 
line: 

The  route  will  begin  at  a  connection 
on  the  existing  line  of  the  Atchison, 
Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway 
Company's  Albuquerque  Division  near 
Baca,  NM  (Railroad  name  for  Prewitt): 
thence  in  a  southeasterly  direction 
around  Haystack  Mountain:  thence 
northward  for  about  20  miles  to  the 
Continental  Divide:  thence  northeasterly 
about  10  miles  to  Tucker  Gap,  thence 
north  5  miles  through  the  Pueblo  Pintado 
Canyon  to  a  junction  point  of  the  line 
(Star  Lake  Junction),  the  right  fork 
branching  to  the  southeast  for  about  10 
miles  terminating  in  the  Star  Lake  area 
of  McKinley  County,  and  the  left  fork 
from  the  junction  branching  to  the 
northwest  for  about  10  miles  terminating 
in  the  Callow  Wash  area  of  San  Juan 
County.  The  line  will  not  past  through 
any  incorporated  city  or  village. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9151  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M  . 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Antitrust  Division 

United  States  v.  Amtel,  Inc.,  et  al.; 
Proposed  Final  Judgment  and 
Competitive  Impact  Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act. 
15  U.S.C.  Section  16(b)  through  (h),  that 
a  proposed  Final  Judgment,  Stipulation 
and  Competitive  Impact  Statement 
(CIS),  as  set  forth  below,  have  been  filed 
with  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  District  of  Massachusetts  in  United 
States  v.  Amtel,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Civil  Action 
No.  80-1563-C.  The  Complaint  in  this 
case  alleged  that  five  corporations 
engaged  in  a  combination  and 
conspiracy  to  fix  prices  of  standard 
screws  sold  to  distributors  in  violation 
of  Section  1  of  the  Sherman  Act,  15 
U.S.C.  §  1.  The  proposed  Final  Judgment 
would  enjoin  the  defendants  from 
entering  into,  adhering  to,  maintaining 
or  furthering  any  contract,  agreement, 
understanding,  plan,  program, 
combination  or  conspiracy  with  any 
other  person  who  sells  or  manufactures 
standard  screws  to  raise,  fix,  stabilize, 
maintain  or  adhere  to  prices,  discounts 
or  other  terms  or  conditions  for  the  sale 


1  Appendix  A  filed  ns  pari  of  the  original 
document. 


of  standard  screws.  The  proposed  Final 
Judgment  further  would  enjoin  the 
defendants  from  communicating  with, 
exchanging  with  or  requesting  from  any 
other  person  who  sells  to  distributors  or 
manufactures  standard  screws 
information  about  any  past,  present, 
future  or  proposed  price,  discount  or 
other  term  or  condition  for  the  sale  of 
standard  screws  or  the  consideration  of 
whether  to  make  any  change  in  any 
actual  or  proposed  price,  discount  or 
other  term  or  condition  for  the  sale  of 
standard  screws.  Communications 
concerning  manufacturing  or  production 
costs,  unless  necessary  for  the  licensing 
of  a  proprietary  product,  similarly  would 
be  enjoined.  Each  defendant  would  be 
required  to  notify  all  employees  with 
management  responsibility  for  the  sale 
of  standard  screws  or  any  responsibility 
for  or  authority  over  the  establishment 
of  prices  for  standard  screws  of  the 
requirements  and  prohibitions  of  the 
proposed  Final  Judgment. 

Public  comment  is  invited  within  the 
statutory  60-day  comment  period.  Such 
comments,  and  responses  thereto,  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
filed  with  the  Court.  Comments  should 
be  directed  to  Anthony  V.  Nanni,  Chief, 
Trial  Section,  Room  3268,  Antitrust 
Division.  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington.  D.C.  20530  (telephone:  202/ 
633-2541). 

Joseph  H.  VVidmar, 

Director  of  Operations. 

United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Massachusetts 

Civil  Action  No.:  80-1563-C 
Filed:  March  16, 1981 

United  States  of  America.  Plaintiff,  v. 

Amtel  Inc,:  Elco  Industires,  Inc.:  NL 
Industries.  Inc.:  Reed  &  Prince  Manufacturing 
Company;  and  Textron  Inc.,  defendants. 

Stipulation 

It  is  stipulated  by  and  between  the 
undersigned  parties,  by  their  respective 
attorneys,  that: 

1.  The  parties  consent  that  the  court  may 
file  and  enter  a  Final  Judgment,  in  the  form 
attached  to  this  stipulation,  on  the  court's 
own  motion  or  on  motion  of  any  party  at  any 
time  after  compliance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  §  16{bHh)].  and  without  further 
notice  to  any  party  or  other  proceedings,  if 
plaintiff  has  not  withdrawn  its  consent, 
which  it  may  do  at  any  time  before  entry  of 
the  judgment  by  serving  notice  of  its 
withdrawal  on  defendants  and  filing  that 
notice  with  the  court. 

2.  If  plaintiff  withdraws  its  consent  or  if  the 
proposed  judgment  is  not  entered  pursuant  to 
this  stipulation,  the  stipulation  shall  be  of  no 
effect  whatever  and  the  making  of  it  shall  be 
without  prejudice  to  any  party  in  this  or  any 
other  proceeding. 

Dated:  March  13, 1981. 


For  the  plaintiff:  Richard  J.  Favretto,  Acting 
Assistant  Attorney  General:  Mark  Leddy. 
Anthony  V.  Nanni.  Steven  M.  Woghin. 
Charles  F.  B.  McAleer,  Attorneys,  U.S. 
Department  of  Justice. 

For  the  defendants:  Robert  Flanders,  Esquire. 
Edwards  &  Angel  1.  Attorney  for  Amtel. 

Inc.;  William  Joseph  Linklater.  Esquire, 
Baker  &  McKenzie,  Attorney  for  Elco 
Industries,  Inc.;  Kenneth  Hart,  Esquire, 
Donovan,  Leisure.  Newton  fr  Irvine. 
Attorney  for  NL  Industries,  Inc.:  Robert 
Buchanan.  Esquire,  Sullivan  fr 
Worcester,  Attorney  for  Reed  &  Prince 
Mfg.  Co.;  Henry  Sailer,  Esquire, 

Covington  &  Burling,  Attorney  for 
Textron  Inc. 

United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 

Massachusetts 

Civil  Action  No.:  80-1563-C 

Filed:  March  16, 1981 

United  States  of  America.  Plaintiff,  v. 

Amtel,  Inc.;  Elco  Industries,  Inc.:  NL 
Industries,  Inc.;  Reed  &  Prince  Manufacturing 
Company;  and  Textron  Inc.,  defendants. 

Final  Judgment 

Plaintiff,  United  States  of  America,  having 
filed  its  complaint  herein  on  July  15, 1980,  and 
plaintiff  and  defendants,  by  their  respective 
attorneys,  having  consented  to  the  entry  of 
this  Final  Judgment  without  trial  or 
adjudication  of  any  issue  of  fact  or  law  and 
without  this  Final  Judgment  constituting  any 
evidence  against  or  an  admission  by  any 
party  with  respect  to  any  such  issue; 

Now,  therefore,  before  the  taking  of  any 
testimony  and  without  trial  or  adjudication  of 
any  issue  of  fact  or  law  and  upon  consent  of 
the  parties,  it  is  hereby. 

Ordered,  adjudged  and  decreed  as  follows: 

This  court  has  jurisdiction  of  the  subject 
matter  of  this  action  and  of  the  parties.  The 
complaint  states  a  claim  upon  wich  relief 
may  be  granted  against  each  defendant  under 
Section  1  of  the  Sherman  Act  (15  U.S.C.  §  1). 

II 

As  used  in  this  Final  Judgment: 

A.  “Person”  means  any  individual, 
partnership,  firm,  corporation,  association  or 
other  business  or  legal  entity; 

B.  “Standard  screws"  means  externally 
threaded  fasteners  produced  to  a 
standardized  published  specification  and 
sold  wholesale  through  any  of  the  various 
types  of  distributors  including  independent 
wholesalers,  groups  of  wholesale  distributors, 
and  buying  organizations. 

III 

This  Final  Judgment  applies  to  each 
defendant  and  to  each  of  its  officers, 
directors,  agents,  employees,  subsidiaries, 
successors  and  assigns,  and  to  all  other 
persons  in  active  concert  or  participation 
with  any  of  them  who  receive  actual  notice  of 
this  Final  Judgment  by  personal  service  or 
otherwise.  This  Final  Judgment  does  not 
apply  to:  (a)  any  activities  between  a 
defendant  and  any  of  its  parent,  subsidiary  or 
commonly-owned  corporations;  or  (b) 
activities  otherwise  permitted  by  the  Webb- 
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Pomerene  Act  (15  U.S.C.  61-66)  and  relating 
solely  to  sales  for  export  outside  the  United 
States. 

IV 

Each  defendant  is  enjoined  and  restrained 
from  directly  or  indirectly  entering  into, 
adhering  to,  maintaining  or  furthering  any 
contract,  agreement,  understanding,  plan, 
program,  combination  or  conspiracy  with  any 
other  person  who  sells  or  manufactures 
standard  screws  to  raise,  fix,  stabilize, 
maintain  or  ahere  to  prices,  discounts  or 
other  tumors  or  conditions  for  the  sale  of 
standard  screws. 

Each  defendant  is  enjoined  and  restrained 
from  communicating  with,  exchanging  with, 
or  requesting  from  any  other  person  who  sells 
to  distributors  or  manufactures  standards 
screws  information  about  (1)  any  past, 
present,  future  or  proposed  price,  discount  or 
other  term  or  condition  for  the  sale  of 
standard  screws  or  the  consideration  of 
whether  to  make  any  change  in  any  actual  or 
proposed  price,  discount  or  other  term  or 
condition  for  the  sale  of  standard  screws,  or 
(2)  manfacturing  or  production  costs  relating 
to  standard  screws  other  than  necessary 
communications  between  an  actual  or 
prospective  bcensee  and  licensor  relating  to 
the  licensing  of  a  proprietary  product.  This 
Section  V  does  not  apply  to  (1)  any 
communication  that  is  made  to  the  public  or 
the  trade  generally  but  is  not  made  directly  to 
any  other  person  who  sells  to  distributors  or 
manufactures  standard  screws;  or  (2)  any 
necessary  communication  in  connection  with 
a  bona  fide  contemplated  or  actual  purchase 
or  sales  transection. 

VI 

Each  defendant  is  enjoined  and  restrained 
from  belonging  to  or  participating  in  any 
capacity  in  a  trade  association  comprised 
primarily  of  companies  in  the  threaded 
fastener  industry  organized  by  George  P. 
Byrne,  Jr„  Robert  M.  Byrne,  or  Richard  C. 
Byrne  or  in  which  any  of  those  individuals 
holds  office,  is  employed,  or  has  any 
managerial  authority. 

VII 

A.  Each  defendant  shall,  within  60  days 
after  entry  of  this  Final  judgment,  furnish  a 
copy  of  it  to  each  of  its  employees  who  has 
management  responsibility  for  the  sale  of 
standard  screws  or  any  responsibility  for  or 
authority  over  the  establishment  of  prices  for 
standard  screws. 

B.  Each  defendant  shall  furnish  a  copy  of 
this  Final  Judgment  to  each  person  who 
becomes  an  employee  described  in 
subsection  A  of  this  section,  within  60  days 
after  such  position  is  assumed. 

C.  Each  defendant  shall  distribute,  at  least 
every  two  years  to  each  of  its  employees 
described  in  subsections  A  and  B  of  this 
section:  (1)  a  copy  of  this  Final  Judgment  or  a 
summary  thereof;  and  (2)  a  written  directive 
about  the  defendant’s  policy  requiring 
compliance  with  the  Sherman  Act  and  with 
the  Final  Judgment.  The  directive  shall 
include  an  admonition  that  noncompliance 
will  result  in  appropriate  disciplinary  action, 
which  may  include  dismissal,  and  advice  that 
the  defendant's  legal  advisors  are  available 
to  coner  about  any  compliance  questions. 


The  defendant  shall  require  that  each 
employee  submit  to  it  a  signed  statement, 
which  it  shall  retain  in  its  files, 
acknowledging:  receipt  of  the  Final  Judgment 
or  summary  thereof  and  the  directive;  that  he 
or  she  has  read  them;  that  he  or  she  has  been 
advised  and  understands  that  nonqompliance 
will  result  in  appropriate  disciplinary  action, 
which  may  include  dismissal;  that  he  or  she 
has  been  advised  and  understands  that 
noncompliance  with  the  judgment  may  also 
result  in  conviction  for  contempt  of  court  and 
a  fine  or  imprisonment  or  both. 

D.  Each  defendant  shall  file  with  the  court 
and  serve  on  the  plaintiff,  within  90  days 
from  the  date  of  entry  of  this  Final  Judgment, 
an  affidavit  as  to  the  fact  and  manner  of  its 
compliance  with  subsection  A  of  this  section. 

VIII  * 

Each  defendant  shall  require,  as  a 
condition  of  the  sale  or  other  disposition  of 
all,  or  substantially  all,  of  the  total  assets  of 
its  standard  screw  business,  that  the 
acquiring  party  agree  to  be  bound  by  the 
provisions  of  this  Final  Judgment.  The 
acquiring  party  shall  file  with  the  court  and 
serve  on  the  plaintiff  its  consent  to  be  bound 
by  this  Final  Judgment. 

IX 

For  the  purpose  of  determining  or  securing 
compliance  with  this  Final  Judgment,  upon 
written  request  of  the  Attorney  General  or 
the  Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of 
the  Antitrust  Division  or  his  agent  made  to 
any  defendant  at  its  principal  office,  subject 
to  any  legally  recognized  privilege: 

A.  On  reasonable  notice  to  the  defendant, 
which  may  have  counsel  present,  duly 
authorized  representatives  of  the  Department 
of  Justice  shall  be  permitted: 

1.  Access,  during  office  hours  of  the 
defendant,  to  inspect  and  copy  all  books, 
ledgers,  accounts,  correspondence, 
memoranda  and  other  records  and 
documents  in  the  possession  or  under  the 
control  of  the  defendant  relating  to  any 
matters  contained  in  this  Final  Judgment;  and 

2.  Subject  to  the  reasonable  convenience  of 
the  defendant  and  without  restraint  or 
interference  from  it,  to  interview  officers, 
directors,  employees  or  agents  of  the 
defendant,  any  of  whom  may  have  counsel 
present,  regarding  any  matter  contained  in 
this  Final  Judgment. 

B.  The  defendant  shall  submit  such  reports 
in  writing,  under  oath  if  requested,  with 
respect  to  any  matters  contained  in  this  Final 
Judgment  as  may  be  requested. 

C.  No  information  or  documents  obtained 
by  the  means  provided  in  this  Section  IX 
shall  be  divulged  by  any  representative  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  any  person  other 
than  a  duly  authorized  representative  of  the 
executive  branch  of  the  United  States,  except 
in  the  course  of  legal  proceedings  to  which 
the  United  States  is  a  party  or  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  compliance  with  this  Final 
Judgment  or  as  otherwise  required  by  law. 

D.  If,  at  the  time  information  or  documents 
are  furnished  by  a  defendant  to  plaintiff,  the 
defendant  represents  and  identifies  in  writing 
the  material  in  the  information  or  documents 
to  be  of  a  type  described  in  Rule  26(c)(7)  of 
the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil  Procedure  and  the 


defendant  marks  each  pertinent  page  of  such 
material,  "Subject  to  claim  of  protection 
under  Rule  26(c)(7)  of  the  Federal  Rules  of 
Civil  Procedure,”  then  plaintiff  shall  give  the 
days’  notice  to  the  defendant  before  divulging 
the  material  in  any  legal  proceeding  (other 
than  a  grand  jury  proceeding)  to  which  the 
defendant  is  not  a  party. 

X 

Jurisdiction  is  retained  by  this  court  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  any  of  the  parties  to 
apply  to  this  court  at  any  time  for  such 
further  orders  and  directions  as  may  be 
necessary  or  appropriate  for  the  construction 
or  carrying  out  of  this  Final  Judgment,  for  the 
modification  of  any  of  its  provisions,  for  the 
enforcement  of  compliance  with  it  or  for  the 
punishment  of  any  violation  of  it. 

XI 

This  Final  Judgement  shall  be  in  effect  for 
the  period  of  ten  years  following  the  date  of 
its  entry. 

XII 

Entry  of  this  Final  Judgment  is  in  the  public 
interest. 

Dated: - . 

Andrew  A.  Caffrey, 

Chief  Judge. 

United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 

Massachusetts 

Civil  Action  No.:  80-1563-C 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v. 

Amtei,  Inc,;  Elco  Industries,  Inc.;  NL 
Industries,  Inc.;  Reed  &  Prince  Manufacturing 
Company;  and  Textron  Inc.,  Defendants. 

Competitive  Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  2(b)  of  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act  (the  “Act”),  15 
U.S.C.  §  16(b) — (h),  the  United  States  files 
this  Competitive  Impact  Statement  relating  to 
the  proposed  Final  Judgment  submitted  for 
entry  in  this  civil  antitrust  proceeding. 

I 

Nature  and  Purpose  of  the  Proceeding 

On  July  15, 1980.  the  United  States  filed  a 
civil  antitrust  complaint  under  Section  4  of 
the  Sherman  Act  (15  U.S.C.  §  4)  to  enjoin  the 
above-named  corporate  defendants  from 
continuing  or  renewing  violations  of  Section  1 
of  the  Sherman  Act  (15  U.S.C.  §  1). 

The  complaint  alleges  that  beginning  as 
early  as  1957  and  continuing  at  least  until 
sometime  in  1977,  the  defendants  engaged  in 
a  conspiracy  to  restrain  interstate  commerce 
by  fixing  the  prices  of  standard  screws  sold 
wholesale  through  various  types  of 
distributors.  The  complaint  seeks  a  judgment 
by  the  court  that  the  defendants  engaged  in  a 
combination  and  conspiracy  in  restraint  of 
trade  in  violation  of  Section  1  of  the  Sherman 
Act  and  an  order  enjoing  them  from 
continuing  or  resuming  such  activities  in  the 
future. 

Proceedings  in  this  case  were  stayed 
pending  disposition  of  a  companion  criminal 
prosecution,  United  States  v.  Amtei,  Inc.,  et 
al.,  Criminal  No.  80-244-C  (D.  Mass.).  The 
indictment,  filed  on  July  15, 1980,  charged  the 
above-named  defendant  corporations  and 
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three  individuals  with  a  criminal  violation  of 
the  Sherman  Act  arising  out  of  the  same 
conspiracy  alleged  in  the  complaint.  The 
criminal  case  has  been  concluded.  Four  of  the 
corporations  (Amtel,  Inc.;  NL  Industries,  Inc.; 
Reed  &  Prince  Manufacturing  Company;  and 
Textron  Inc.)  pleaded  nolo  contendere  and 
were  fined  a  total  of  $700,000.  Two  of  the 
individuals  also  pleaded  nolo  contendere. 

Each  received  a  one  year  suspended  sentence 
and  one  year  probation.  They  were  fined  a 
total  of  $90,000.  The  remaining  corporation 
and  individual  defendant  were  found  nob 
guilty  after  trial. 

II 

The  Terms  of  the  Alleged  Conspiracy 

The  conspiracy  revolved  around  the 
activities  of  a  trade  association  known  as  the 
United  States  Wood  Screw  Service  Bureau. 
Each  defendant  was  a  member  of  this  trade 
association  and  each  sold  standard  screws 
wholesale  through  various  types  of 
distributors.  The  complaint  alleges  that  the 
defendants  conspired  to  fix  the  prices 
wholesalers  were  charged  for  such  screws. 

As  stated  in  the  complaint,  the  defendants, 
for  the  purpose  of  forming  and  effectuating 
the  conspiracy,  made  telephone  calls  and 
held  meetings  through  which  they;  (1)  agreed 
to  increase  the  published  prices  of  standard 
screws  sold  to  distributors;  (2)  agreed  to  the 
“base"  or  published  discount  level  and 
discussed  additional  discounts  for  such 
screws;  and  (3)  policed  adherence  to  their 
agreements.  The  complaint  further  alleges 
that  in  order  to  effectuate  their  conspiracy, 
the  defendants  published  prices  and 
discounts  in  accordance  with  agreements 
reached  and  exchanged  with  one  another 
proposed  and  published  prices  and  discounts. 
According  to  the  complaint,  the  conspiracy 
caused  prices  to  be  raised,  maintained  and 
stabilized  at  non-competitive  levels, 
restrained  competition  between  the 
defendants  in  the  sale  of  standard  screws, 
and  deprived  purchasers  of  such  screws  of 
free  and  open  competition.  During  the  period 
of  time  covered  by  the  complaint,  the  total 
amount  of  such  sales  by  the  defendants 
exceeded  $1  billion. 

III 

Explanation  of  the  Proposed  Final  Judgment 

The  United  States  and  all  the  defendants 
have  stipulated  that  the  court  may  enter  the 
proposed  Final  Judgment  at  any  time  after 
compliance  with  the  Act.  The  Final  Judgment 
provides  that  there  is  no  admission  by  any 
party  with  respect  to  any  issue  of  fact  or  law. 
Under  the  provisions  of  Section  2(e)  of  the 
Act,  entry  of  the  proposed  Final  Judgment  is 
conditioned  upon  a  determination  by  the 
court  that  the  proposed  Final  Judgment  is  in 
the  public  interest. 

Standard  screws  are  defined  in  the 
proposed  Final  Judgment  as  externally 
threaded  fasteners  produced  to  a 
standardized  published  specification  and 
sold  wholesale  through  various  types  of 
distributors  including  independent 
wholesalers,  groups  of  wholesale  distributors, 
and  buying  organizations.  This  definition  is 
consistent  with  the  focus  of  the  investigation 
leading  to  the  criminal  indictment  and  the 
filing  of  the  complaint. 


The  proposed  Final  Judgment  enjoins  the 
defendants  from  entering  into,  adhering  to, 
maintaining  or  furthering  an  agreement  with 
any  other  person  who  sells  or  manufactures 
standard  screws  to  raise,  fix,  stabilize, 
maintain  or  adhere  to  prices,  discounts  or 
other  terms  or  conditions  for  the  sale  of 
standard  screws. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  also  enjoins 
the  defendants  from  communicating  with, 
exchanging  with,  or  requesting  from  any 
other  person  who  sells  to  distributors  or 
manufactures  standard  screws  any 
information  about  (a)  past,  resent,  future  or 
proposed  price,  discount  or  other  term  or 
condition  for  sale  of  standard  screws  or  (b) 
the  consideration  of  whether  to  change  an 
actual  or  proposed  price,  discount  or  other 
term  or  condition  for  the  sale  of  standard 
screws.  Communications  concerning 
manufacturing  or  production  costs,  unless 
necessary  for  the  licensing  of  a  proprietary 
product,  are  similarly  enjoined.  This 
restriction  on  communications  does  not  apply 
in  two  situations.  It  does  not  apply  to  public 
communications  which  have  not  been  made 
directly  to  anyone  engaged  in  the 
manufacture  or  sale  of  standard  screws.  Nor 
does  it  apply  to  any  necessary 
communication  made  in  connection  with  a 
bona  fide  contemplated  or  actual  purchase  or 
sales  transaction. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  requires  each 
defendant  to  advise  those  employees  with 
either  sales  management  or  pricing 
responsibility  for  standard  screws  of  the 
obligations  imposed  upon  them  by  the 
judgment  and  the  Sherman  Act.  Each 
defendant  must  furnish  each  such  employee 
with  a  copy  of  the  the  Final  Judgment  within 
60  days  after  the  judgment  is  entered.  In 
addition,  every  employee  who  assumes  a 
position  with  sales  management  or  pricing 
responsibility  must  receive  a  copy  of  the 
judgment  within  60  days  after  assuming  that 
position.  Each  defendant  is  also  required  to 
distribute  at  least  every  two  years  to  each 
employee  described  above,  a  copy  of  the 
judgment  or  a  summary  of  it,  along  with  a 
directive  describing  the  defendant's  policy 
requiring  compliance  with  the  judgment  and 
the  Sherman  Act.  The  directive  must  warn 
employes  that  noncompliance  with  the  Final 
Judgment  or  the  Sherman  Act  will  result  in 
disciplinary  action,  including  possible 
dismissal.  The  directive  shall  also  notify 
employees  that  legal  advisors  are  available 
to  confer  with  them  on  any  compliance 
question.  Each  affected  employee  must 
submit  a  statement  to  his  employer 
acknowledging  that  he  has  received  and  read 
the  judgment  (or  summary)  and  the  directive, 
that  he  has  been  advised  and  understands 
that  noncompliance  will  result  in  disciplinary 
action,  which  may  include  dismissal,  and  that 
he  understands  that  noncompliance  with  the 
judgment  could  lead  to  a  conviction  for 
contempt  of  court  and  result  in  a  fine  or 
imprisonment  or  both. 

Finally,  the  proposed  Final  Judgment 
provides  that  each  defendant  require,  as  a 
condition  of  the  sale  or  other  disposition  of 
all  or  substantially  all,  of  the  total  assets  of 
its  standard  screw  business  that  the 
acquiring  party  agree  to  be  bound  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Final  Judgment.  The 


acquiring  party  must  file  with  the  court  and 
serve  on  the  United  States  its  consent  to  be 
bound  by  the  judgment. 

In  order  to  determine  compliance  with  the 
Final  Judgment,  the  Department  of  Justice  is 
given  access  to  the  files  and  records  of  the 
defendants,  subject  to  reasonable  notice 
requirements,  and  may  for  the  same  purpose 
interview  defendants’  officers,  directors, 
agents  or  employees.  Upon  the  written 
request  of  the  Department  of  Justice, 
defendants  shall  submit  written  reports  with 
respect  to  any  of  the  matters  contained  in  the 
Final  Judgment. 

The  Final  Judgment  is  to  be  in  effect  for  ten 
years  from  its  date  of  entry. 

IV 

Remedies  Available  to  Private  Litigants 

Section  4  of  the  Clayton  Act  (15  U.S.C. 

§  15)  provides  that  any  person  who  has  been 
injured  as  a  result  of  conduct  prohibited  by 
the  antitrust  laws  may  bring  suit  in  federal 
court  to  recover  three  times  the  damages  such 
person  has  suffered,  as  well  as  costs  and 
reasonable  attorney’s  fees.  The  entry  of  the 
proposed  Final  Judgment  will  neither  impair 
nor  assist  any  person  in  prosecuting  any 
private  antitrust  claim  arising  out  of  the 
conspiracy  charged  in  the  complaint.  Under 
Section  5(a)  of  the  Clayton  Act,  15  U.S.C. 

§  16(a),  this  Final  Judgment  may  not  be  used 
as  prima  facie  evidence  in  legal  proceedings 
against  the  defendants. 

Shortly  after  the  commencement  of  this 
case  and  the  criminal  case  by  the  United 
States,  a  number  of  private  actions  were  filed 
in  various  federal  district  courts  throughout 
the  United  States  seeking  treble  damages. 

The  cases  were  consolidated  in  the  District  of 
Massachusetts  and  are  now  before  Chief 
Judge  Andrew  A.  Caffrey. 

V 

Procedures  A  vai table  for  Modification  of  the 
Proposed  Final  Judgment 

As  provided  by  the  Act,  any  person 
believing  that  the  proposed  Final  Judgment 
should  be  modified  may  submit  written 
comments  to  Anthony  V.  Nanni.  Department 
of  Justice.  Antitrust  Division  10th  & 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20530,  within  the  60-day  period  provided  by 
the  Act.  The  comments  and  the  department's 
responses  to  them  will-  be  filed  with  the  court 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register.  All 
comments  will  be  giveh  due  consideration  by 
the  Department  of  Justice,  which  remains  free 
to  withdraw  its  consent  to  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  at  any  time  prior  to  its  entry  if  it 
should  determine  that  some  modification  is 
appropriate  and  necessary  to  the  public 
interest.  The  proposed  Final  Judgment 
provides  that  the  court  will  retain  jurisdiction 
over  this  action,  and  that  the  parties  may 
apply  to  the  court  for  such  orders  as  may  be 
necessary  or  appropriate  for  its  modification 
or  enforcement. 

VI 

Alternatives  to  the  Proposed  Final  Judgment 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  will  dispose 
of  the  United  States'  claim  for  injunctive 
relief  against  the  defendants.  The  only 
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alternative  available  to  the  Department  of 
Justice  is  a  trial  of  this  case  on  the  merits. 
Such  a  trial  would  require  a  substantial 
expenditure  of  public  funds  and  judicial  time. 
Since  the  relief  obtained  in  the  proposed 
Final  Judgment  is  substantially  similar  to  the 
relief  the  Department  of  Justice  would  expect 
to  obtain  after  winning  a  trial  on  the  merits, 
the  United  States  believes  that  entry  of  the 
proposed  Final  Judgment  is  in  the  public 
interest. 

VII 

Determinative  Materials  and  Documents 
No  materials  and  documents  of  the  type 
described  in  Section  2(b)  of  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act  (15  U.S.C. 

§  16(b))  were  considered  in  formulating  the 
Final  Judgment. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Steven  M.  Woghin, 

Attorney,  U.S.  Department  of  Justice, 

Antitrust  Division,  Room  3256, 10th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.  W„  Washington,  D.C. 
20530,  202/633-2417. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9081  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


Office  of  the  Attorney  General 

Establishment  of  Attorney  General’s 
Task  Force  on  Violent  Crime 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  October  6, 1972 
(Public  Law  92-463,  86  Stat.  770-776,  5 
U.S.C.  App.  I,  Supp.  II),  and  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  the  Attorney 
General  has  determined  that 
establishment  of  the  Attorney  General’s 
Task  Force  on  Violent  Crime  is  in  the 
public  interest  in  connection  with  the 
performance  of  duties  imposed  on  the 
Department  of  Justice  by  law. 

The  Task  Force  will  make  specific 
recommendations  to  the  Attorney 
General  on  ways  in  which  the  federal 
government  can  do  more  to  assist  in 
controlling  violent  crime  without 
limiting  the  Department  of  Justice’s 
efforts  against  organized  crime  and 
white  collar  crime.  In  the  first  phase  of 
its  activities  the  Task  Force  will  review 
the  present  allocation  of  resources  for 
federal  law  enforcement  efforts,  federal 
support  of  state  and  local  law 
enforcement  efforts,  and  federal 
exchanges  of  information  and  expertise 
with  state  and  local  entities.  The  Task 
Force  will  consider  measures  the 
Department  could  undertake  with  its 
existing  substantive  and  jurisdictional 
framework  to  assure  the  appropriate 
federal  role  and  the  most  effective 
allocation  of  resources  in  combatting  the 
problem  of  violent  crime.  In  its  second 
phase  the  Task  Force  will  focus  on 
changes  in  federal  statutes,  funding 


levels  and  allocation  of  resources  which 
might  increase  the  federal  government's 
impact  in  this  area,  consistent  with 
appropriate  federal-state  relations  and 
the  competing  needs  for  federal 
resources. 

The  Task  Force  will  consist  of  eight 
members  covering  a  wide  range  of 
experience  in  the  field  of  law 
enforcement.  Members  will  be 
appointed  by  the  Attorney  General. 

The  Committee  will  function  solely  as 
an  advisory  body  in  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act.  Its  charter  will  be  filed 
under  the  Act  15  days  from  the  date  of 
the  publication  of  this  notice. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  comments  regarding  the 
establishment  of  the  Task  Force  and  its 
areas  of  concern  to  the  Committee 
Management  Liaison  Officer,  Attorney 
General’s  Task  Force  on  Violent  Crime, 
U.S.  Department  of  Justice,  Room  4418, 
Washington,  D.C.  20530,  phone:  202-633- 
1617. 

William  French  Smith, 

Attorney  General. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9178  Filed  3-25-1: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

Manufacturer  of  Controlled 
Substances,  Registration  Application, 
Knoll  Pharmaceutical  Co. 

Pursuant  to  §  1301.43(a)  of  Title  21  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR), 
this  is  notice  that  on  November  12, 1980, 
Knoll  Pharmaceutical  Company, 
Production  Department,  30  North 
Jefferson  Road,  Whippany,  New  Jersey 
07981,  made  application  to  the  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration  (DEA)  for 
registration  as  a  bulk  manufacturer  of 
thp  basic  class  of  controlled  substances 
listed  below: 


Drug  Schedule 


Dihydromorphine  (9145) .  I. 

Hydromorphone  (9160) .  II. 


Any  other  such  applicant,  and  any 
person  who  is  presently  registered  with 
DEA  to  manufacture  such  substances, 
may  file  comments  or  objections  to  the 
issuance  of  the  above  application  and 
may  also  file  a  written  request  for  a 
hearing  thereon  in  accordance  with  21 
CFR  1301.54  and  in  the  form  prescribed 
by  21  CFR  1316.47. 

Any  such  comments,  objections  or 
requests  for  a  hearing  may  be  addressed 
to  the  Administrator,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  United  States 
Department  of  Justice,  1405  I  Street, 


N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20537, 
Attention:  DEA  Federal  Register 
Representative  (Room  1203),  and  must 
be  filed  no  later  than  April  27, 1981. 

Dated:  March  18, 1981. 

Frederick  A.  Rody,  Jr., 

Acting  Administrator,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9203  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  COOE  4410-09-M 


Importation  of  Controlled  Substances; 
Application 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-8013,  on  page  16994,  in 
the  issue  of  Monday,  March  16, 1981,  in 
the  third  column,  the  second  paragraph, 
the  fourth  line,  "Stephan”  is  corrected  to 
read  “Stepan”. 

BILLING  CODE  150S-01-M 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
ON  OCEANS  AND  ATMOSPHERE 

Fisheries  Subgroup  of  the 
Independent  Areas  Task  Force  (IATF); 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Sec.  10(a)(2),  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5 
U.S.C.  App.  (1976),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  Fisheries  Subgroup  of  the 
Independent  Areas  Task  Force  (IATF)  of 
the  National  Advisory  Committee  on 
Oceans  and  Atmosphere  (NACOA)  will 
meet  Monday  and  Tuesday  on  April  6-7, 
1981.  The  Subgroup  will  meet  in  the  B- 
100  conference  room  of  Page  Building 
#1,  2001  Wisconsin  Avenue,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  sessions,  which  will  be  open  to 
the  public,  will  convene  at  1:00  p.m.  and 
adjourn  at  5:00  p.m.  on  Monday,  April  6, 
and  will  convene  at  9:00  a.m.  and 
adjourn  at  4:00  p.m.  on  Tuesday,  April  7. 

NACOA  has  initiated  a  study  to 
formulate  national  goals  and  objectives 
for  the  oceans  in  the  decade  of  the 
1980's  and  beyond.  To  support  the 
conduct  of  this  study,  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  has  established  the  IATF  for 
NACOA.  The  IATF  will  be  responsible 
for  the  preparation  of  preliminary 
recommendations  in  the  areas  of  energy, 
fisheries,  marine  transportation,  ocean 
minerals,  ocean  operations  and  services, 
and  waste  management  and  pollution. 

Persons  desiring  to  attend  will  be 
admitted  to  the  extent  seating  is 
available.  Persons  wishing  to  make 
formal  statements  should  notify  the 
Chairperson  of  the  Subgroup  on 
Fisheries,  Jay  G.  Lanzillo,  in  advance  of 
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the  meeting.  The  Chairperson  retains  the 
prerogative  to  impose  limits  on  the 
duration  of  oral  statements  and 
discussion.  Written  statements  may  be 
submitted  before  or  after  each  session. 

Additional  information  concerning 
this  meeting  may  be  obtained  through 
the  NACOA  Executive  Director,  Mr. 
Steven  N.  Anastasion,  or  Clarence  P. 
Idyll,  the  Staff  Member  for  the  Fisheries 
Subgroup.  The  mailing  address  is: 
NACOA,  3300  Whitehaven  Street,  NW. 
(Suite  438,  Page  Building  #1), 
Washington,  DC  20235. 

Steven  N.  Anastasion, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9126  Filed  3-25-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-12-M 


NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  FOR  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Expansion  Arts  Panel 
(Interdisciplinary/Community  Cultural 
Centers);  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L.  92-463),  as  amended,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Expansion 
Arts  Panel  (Interdisciplinary/ 

Community  Cultural  Centers)  to  the 
National  Council  on  the  Arts  will  be 
held  on  April  1-3, 1981,  from  9:00  a.m.- 
5:30  p.m.  in  room  1340  of  the  Columbia 
Plaza  Office  Complex,  2401  E  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

This  meeting  is  for  the  purpose  of 
Panel  review,  discussion,  evaluation, 
and  recommendation  on  applications  for 
financial  assistance  under  the  National 
Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the 
Humanities  Act  of  1965,  as  amended, 
including  discussion  of  information 
given  in  confidence  to  the  agency  by 
grant  applicants.  In  accordance  with  the 
determination  of  the  Chairman 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
February  13, 1980,  these  sessions  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to 
subsections  (c)  (4),  (6)  and  (9)(b)  of 
section  552b  of  Title  5  United  States 
Code. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
John  H.  Clark,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Washington, 
D.C.  20506,  or  call  (202)  634-6070. 

John  H.  Clark, 

Director,  Office  of  Council  and  Panel 
Operations,  National  Endowment  for  the  Arts. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9148  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7537-01-M 


NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  81-131 

Safety  Recommendations,  Responses; 
Availability 

On  March  12  the  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board  forwarded 
letters  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  containing  the  following 
safety  recommendations: 

A-Bl-21  and -22. — Shortly  after 
takeoff  from  Dallas/Fort  Worth  (Texas) 
Airport  on  March  3, 1980,  a  Beech  King 
Air  (65A90),  N30AA,  operating  as  an  air 
taxi  passenger  flight,  experienced  an 
explosive  decompression  at  11,500  feet 
m.s.l.  when  the  forward  left-hand  cabin 
window  failed.  The  pilot  reduced  power, 
slowed  the  aircraft,  and  started 
immediate  descent  to  Love  Field  at 
Dallas.  The  aircraft  was  landed  without 
further  incident. 

The  Board’s  investigation  and  review 
of  pertinent  Service  Difficulty  Reports 
indicate  that  corrective  action  is 
necessary  to  reduce  the  potential  for 
similar  occurrences.  Accordingly,  the 
Board  recommends  that  FAA: 

Amend  Airworthiness  Directive  77-23-07 
to  require  more  frequent  inspections  of  cast 
acrylic  windows  and  consider  reducing  the 
length  of  the  crack  or  craze  at  which  the 
windows  must  be  replaced.  (A-80-21) 

Advise  owners/operators  of  affected  Beech 
aircraft  of  the  harzards  of  operating  their 
aircraft  with  crazed  or  cracked  cast  acrylic 
windows,  and  recommend  that  cast  windows 
be  replaced  with  stretched  acrylic  windows 
at  the  earliest  opportunity.  (A-60-22) 

A-81-24  and -25.— On  July  21, 1980,  a 
Scenic  Airlines  Cessna  404,  N26835, 
crashed  during  takeoff  from  Grand 
Canyon  National  Park  Airport,  Tusayan, 
Ariz.,  when  the  left  engine  turbocharger 
failed,  causing  a  substantial  power  loss. 
The  aircraft  was  not  able  to  climb  or 
maintain  altitude  because  the  pilot 
failed  to  establish  immediately  a 
minimum  drag  configuration,  which 
further  degraded  the  aircraft’s 
performance  significantly,  (See  report 
No.  NTS  B  AAR-81-2,  46  FR  17682, 
March  19, 1981). 

A  second  similar  accident  occurred  on 
March  21, 1980,  at  Houston,  Texas,  when 
an  Eagle  Commuter  Airlines  Piper  PA- 
81-350  erased  after  takeoff  when  a 
power  loss  occurred  in  the  right  engine 
during  a  night  departure.  Investigation 
revealed  that  the  aircraft  was  about  90  ft 
above  the  runway  and  at,  or  just  below, 
Vyse  when  power  was  lost. 

The  Board  cites  its  special  study, 
“Light  Twin-Engine  Aircraft  Accidents 
Following  Engine  Failures.  1972-1976" 
(NTS  B-AAS-79-2)  and  reiterates  a 
recommendation  issued  to  the  FAA  on 


December  31, 1979  (45  FR  3411,  January 
17. 1980): 

Periodically  disseminate  to  pilots, 
certificated  flight  instructors,  and  FAA 
inspectors  and  their  designees,  additional 
information  on  how  to  manage  light  twin- 
engine  aircraft  following  an  engine  failure, 
using  advisory  circulars,  safety  seminars,  or 
other  means  at  its  disposal.  (A-79-95) 

Addressing  the  issue  of  emergency 
response  to  engine  loss  on  takeoff,  as  an 
interim  measure  the  Board  now 
recommends  that  FAA: 

Require  that  pilot  training  programs  for  14 
CFR  Part  135  certificate  holders  which 
operate  light  twin-engine  aircraft  include 
specific  ground  and  flight  training  in:  (1)  the 
factors  related  to  achieving  and  maintaining 
(2)  the  capability  of  company  aircraft  to 
maintain  level  flight  at  airspeeds  below  Vm 
while  in  a  single-engine  configuration;  (3)  the 
capability  of  company  aircraft  to  accelerate 
to  Vyw  while  in  a  single-engine  configuration: 
and  (4)  rapid  appraisal  of  those  situations  in 
which  a  controlled,  straight-ahead  emergency 
landing  is  the  safest  or  only  option  available. 
(A-81-24) 

Require  that  aircraft  flight  manuals  for  light 
twin-engine  aircraft  used  in  14  CFR  Part  135 
operations  contain  data  related  to  those 
conditions  in  which  the  aircraft,  in  a  single¬ 
engine  configuration  and  at  airspeeds 
between  and  Vw,  has  the  capability  to 
maintain  level  flight.  (A-81-25) 

Each  of  the  above  aviation  safety 
recommendations  is  designated  “Class 
II,  Priority  Action.” 

Responses  to  Marine  Safety 
Recommendations  Recently  Received 
from  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard 

M-74-30,  M-74-22  through  -27,  M-74- 
29,  M-74-31,  M-74-38  through  -42,  M- 
75-19  through  -21,  M-75-23,  and  M-75- 
25  through  -27. — Letter  of  February  11 
reports  on  status  of  these 
recommendations,  addressed  by  USCG’s 
Task  Group  on  Tanker  Safety  at  the 
joint  USCG/NTSB  quarterly  meeting 
held  April  29, 1980: 

M-74-20:  USCG  will  require  safety 
meetings  on  tankships  to  address  hazards  of 
tank  cleaning,  gas  freeing,  tank  entry,  and 
tank  venting;  safety  information  will  be 
disseminated  to  unlicensed  crewmembers. 

M-74-22:  USCG  views  as  impractical  the 
ducting  of  cargo  vapors  over  the  downwind 
side  of  a  ship  during  gas  freeing:  alternative 
action  is  not  warranted. 

M-74-23:  Inert  gas  systems  will  be  required 
on  existing  product  tankers  larger  than  40,000 
dwt  and  existing  crude  oil  tankers  larger  than 
20.000  dwt.  Installation  of  inert  gas  systems 
on  smaller  domestic  tankers  is  being  studied. 
A  Maritime  Administration  study  relates  to 
gas  freeing  techniques,  including  dilution  and 
displacement  methods. 

M-74-24:  A  project  initiated  in  May  1974 
has  shown  flame  screens  to  be  inadequate  for 
quenching  flames  propagating  through 
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pipelines,  but  USCG  will  continue  to 
evaluate. 

M-74-25:  USCG  proposes  to  inform  crews 
in  the  safe  use  of  emergency  equipment  by 
holding  periodic  meetings  on  each  tankship. 
Pamphlets  CG-174,  CG-474,  and  CG-482 
exemplify  USCG’s  crew  indoctrination  efforts 
in  the  safe  use  of  emergency  equipment 
aboard  tank  vessels. 

M-74-26:  It  is  appropriate  to  enhance 
emergency  equipment  requirements  for 
chemical  tankers.  USCG  sees  need  to  have 
similar  equipment  on  board  petroleum  tank 
vessels,  and  will  evaluate. 

M-74-27:  USCG  finds  impractical 
equipment  functional  or  location 
requirements  to  assure  that  piping 
components  on  tank  vessels  cannot  cause 
cargo  to  spill  when  men  enter  cargo  tanks, 
regardless  of  the  operation  to  be  performed. 

An  increased  emphasis  on  crew  training 
would  be  a  suitable  complement  to  recently 
promulgated  regulations. 

M-74-29:  USCG  does  not  concur  in 
requiring  that  a  written  cargo-loading  plan  be 
made  and  posted  each  time  cargo  is  to  be 
transferred  aboard  chemical  tankers  and  a 
check  procedure  be  developed  to  assure 
achieving  the  desired  gating. 

M-74-31:  USCG  does  not  concur  in  having 
all  operators  of  chemical  tank  vessels 
maintain  updated  operating  manuals  aboard 
each  ship  showing  the  proper  operation  of 
piping  systems  for  anticipated  transfer 
operations.  A  color  coded  cargo  piping  plan 
covered  by  46  CFR  153.910.  Safety  Rules  for 
Self-Propelled  Vessels  Carrying  Hazardous 
Liquids,  is  a  more  effective  method  for 
indicating  the  position  of  each  valve  during 
cargo  loadings  than  is  a  written  manual. 

M-74-38:  USCG  concurs  in  including  in 
periodic  Coast  Guard  examinations  the 
inspection  and  testing  of  machinery  and  other 
equipment  to  be  used  in  tank  cleaning 
operations. 

M-74-39:  USCG  reports  that  the  Task 
Group  considers  unfeasible  the  provision  in 
future  tank  vessel  design  for  the  relief  of 
explosive  pressures  in  cargo  tanks  where 
explosive  vapors  might  be  expected  to 
accumulate.  A  better  method  of  preventing 
explosion  is  through  improved  safety 
measures  and  more  stringent  operating 
requirements. 

M-74-40:  USCG  does  not  concur  in  utilizing 
systems  safety  techniques  to  evaluate 
proposed  methods  of  tank  cleaning 
operations  before  approving  cargo-tank 
internal  design  features  of  tankships.  Due  to 
the  minimal  safety  benefits  gained  by 
optimizing  tank  designs  and  due  to  the  fitting 
of  inert  gas  systems  on  many  tank  vessels, 
USCG  believes  that  no  further  work  on  this 
recommendation  is  warranted. 

M-74-41:  USCG  does  not  concur  in  utilizing 
systems  safety  techniques  to  establish  basic 
tank  cleaning  guidelines  in  the  form  of 
procedural  regulations.  The  Task  Group  does 
not  believe  that  quantifiable  gains  in  overall 
tanker  safety  would  be  realized  by  regulating 
tank  cleaning  but,  rather,  conjects  that 
industry  innovation  and  research  might  be 
hindered. 

M-74-42:  USCG  concurs  in  holding  safety 
meetings  regarding  tank  cleaning  of  tank 
vessels.  Written  procedures  are  already 


available  in  industry  manuals,  and  additional 
instructions  are  not  warranted. 

M-75-19:  USCG  does  not  concur  in 
prohibiting  the  deliberate  drainage  of  cargoes 
into  the  pumproom  bilges  of  tankships  as  this 
is  not  feasible.  The  Task  Group  believes  that 
tank  vessels  should  be  operated  in  such  a 
way  as  to  minimize  the  length  of  time 
residues  are  retained  in  the  bilges. 

M-75-20:  USCG  does  not  concur  that 
piping  systems  entering  pumprooms  are  to  be 
designed  to  preclude  even  accidential 
discharge  of  cargoes  into  pumproom  bilges. 
The  discussion  re  M-75-19  is  responsive  to 
M-75-20. 

M-75-21:  USCG  has  promulgated 
regulations  (46  CFR  32.35-15)  prohibiting 
installation  of  air  compressors  in  pumprooms 
of  new  tankships.  However,  installation  of  air 
compressors  in  pumprooms  was  not  found  to 
be  a  common  feature  abord  the  U.S.  tankship 
fleet. 

M-75-22:  USCG  believes  46  CFR  32.60-20  is 
adequate  in  requiring  pumproom  ventilation. 

M-75-23:  A  proposed  rule  (docket  CGD  79- 
065),  expected  to  be  published  in  April  1981, 
will  address  prohibition  of  workshops  and 
storage  of  tools  in  pumprooms  of  tankships  in 
which  the  bilges  are  not  prohibited  by 
regulation  from  containing  cargoes  or  cargo 
residue. 

M-75-25  and  M-75-26:  USCG,  while  now 
reevaluating  needs  for  formal  hazard  analysis 
to  identify  pumproom  explosion  risks,  does 
not  feel  that  system  safety  hazard  analysis  is 
needed  for  vessel  inspection  or  plan  review. 

M-75-27:  USCG  does  not  concur  in  issuing 
regulations  to  require  adequate  management 
and  shipboard  supervision  during 
transportation  and  handling  of  hazardous 
cargoes  on  tankships.  Adequate  regulations 
in  both  CFR  Titles  33  and  46  have  already 
been  promulgated  with  respect  to  this  issue. 

M-80-30  through  -35  and  M-76-2  and 
M-76-9  (reiterated). — Letter  of  February 
11  is  in  response  to  recommendations 
issued  last  June  4  following  investigation 
of  the  collision  of  M/V  Inca  Tupac 
Yupanqui  and  Barge  Panama  City  at 
Good  Hope,  La.,  August  30, 1979.  (45  FR 
41550,  June  19, 1980.)  USCG’s  comments: 

M-80-30:  At  three  meetings  of  the 
Intergovernmental  Maritime  Consultative 
Organization  (IMCO),  USCG  has  made  a 
priority  item  the  requirement  for  two  separate 
and  independent  steering  gear  control 
systems  on  cargo  vessels.  Amendments  to 
Regulation  29  of  Chapter  II— I  of  the  1974 
SOLAS  Convention  will  become  effective  in 
late  1981. 

M-80-31:  USCG  views  as  adequate  33  CFR 
164.15(c) — "Persons  are  available  to  rapidly 
anchor  the  vessel  in  an  emergency." 

However,  the  entire  Subpart  15  of  33  CFR 
Part  164  is  inoperative  since  confined  or 
congested  waters  have  never  been  described, 
an  issue  to  be  addressed  in  a  proposed 
rulemaking. 

M-80-32:  USCG  concurs  in  seeking 
international  agreement  to  require  all  ships  of 
more  than  500  gross  tons  to  use 
noncombustible  materials  in  the  construction 
of  accommodation  spaces,  and  first  sought 


this  during  the  1948  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea 
Convention.  Sufficient  member  countries 
failed  to  ratify  amendments  to  the  1960 
SOLAS  Convention.  The  1967  fire  safety  . 
amendments,  incorporated  into  the  1974 
SOLAS  Convention,  came  into  force  on  May 
25, 1980.  A  recent  IMCO  Resolution  A.327(IX) 
would  require  that  all  new  cargo  ships  over 
500  gross  tons  have  noncombustible 
bulkheads  within  stairway  and  corridor 
enclosures,  and  that  all  ceilings,  linings,  draft 
stops  and  grounds  must  be  constructed  on 
noncumbustible  materials.  The  1974  SOLAS 
requires  all  new  tank  vessels  of  over  500 
gross  tons  to  be  constructed  of 
noncombustible  materials.  None  of  these 
regulations  require  retrofitting  except  when  a 
ship  undergoes  major  reconstruction. 
Retrofitting  would  oppose  a  severe  economic 
burden  on  the  world  fleet. 

M-80-33  and  M-80-34:  USCG  does  not 
concur  in  these  recommendations  dealing 
with  location  and  operational  design  of 
loading  facilities.  Federal  regulations  are  not 
the  answer  to  proper  port  planning.  USCG 
suggests  careful  review  by  the  Corps  of 
Engineers,  Coast  Guard,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  and  other  agencies  before 
granting  permits  and  licenses. 

M-80-35:  USCG  concurs  in  increased 
monitoring  of  vessels  carrying  or  transferring 
liquefied  gases  in  or  near  the  Port  of  New 
Orleans.  New  regulations  under  33  CFR 
161.11(b)  and  161.3(c)  have  been  published. 

M-76-2:  USCG  continues  its 
nonconcurrence  in  requiring  oceangoing 
vessels  in  designated  restricted  waters  to 
have  emergency  steering  stations  manned. 
Following  rejection  of  the  manned  emergency 
steering  station  proposal  by  IMCO,  USCG 
promulgated  33  CFR  164.25  to  require  that 
vessels  conduct  regular  and  timely  tests  of 
the  steering  gear  and  other  related  vessel 
control  and  navigation  systems.  Ongoing 
regulatory  project  CGD  79-038b  will  identify 
tests  and  drills  on  a  regular  basis  to  ensure 
steering  gear  system  reliability  and  vessel 
crew  familiarity. 

M-76-2:  USCG  will  address  in  a  separate 
letter  this  reiterated  recommendation 
regarding  emergency  contingency  plans  for 
responding  to  catastrophic  accidents 
occurring  in  waterways  which  carry  large 
quantities  of  hazardous  materials. 

NOTE:  Copies  of  the  Board’s 
recommendation  letters,  as  well  as  responses 
and  related  correspondence,  are  provided 
free  of  charge.  All  requests  for  copies  must  be 
in  writing,  identified  by  recommendation 
number.  Address  requests  to:  Public  Inquiries 
Section,  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

(49  U.S.C.  1903(a)(2),  1906) 

Margaret  L.  Fisher, 

Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

March  20, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9131  Filed  3-25-81: 8:45  am) 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Availability  of  Staff  Supplement  to  the 
Draft  Report  on  Human  Engineering 
Guide  to  Control  Room  Evaluation 

Notice  is  given  that  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation 
has  published  a  supplement  to  NUREG/ 
CR-1580,  the  Human  Engineering  Guide 
to  Control  Room  Evaluation  draft  report. 
The  supplement  is  identified  as 
NUREG-0659,  and  is  available  for 
inspection  by  the  public  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room  at 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C., 
and  in  all  other  Commission  Local 
Public  Document  Rooms. 

NUREG/CR-1580  was  published  in 
July,  1980,  as  a  draft  version  of  the 
control  room  design  review  guidelines 
described  in  Task  I.D  of  the  NRC  Action 
Plan  developed  as  a  result  of  the  TMI-2 
accident.  The  guidelines  are  intended  to 
provide  guidance  for  a  detailed  control 
room  design  review  to  identify  and 
correct  design  deficiencies.  This  review 
will  be  performed  by  all  operating 
reactor  licensees  and  applicants  for 
operating  licenses. 

This  staff  supplement  to  the  draft 
guidelines  has  been  issued  to  provide 
staff  responses  to  comments  on  the  draft 
guidelines  and  supplemental  material 
not  contained  in  the  draft  guidelines. 

The  supplemental  material  consists  of 
(1)  draft  systems  review  guidelines,  (2) 
sample  checklists,  and  (3)  an  outline  of 
the  staff  s  procedure  for  evaluating 
completed  licensee  and  applicant 
control  room  design  reviews. 

Interested  persons  may  submit 
comments  on  the  supplemental  material 
provided  in  NUREG-0659.  Operating 
reactor  licensees,  applicants  for 
operating  licenses,  public  interest 
groups,  and  designated  Federal  agencies 
and  organizations  jvith  experience  in 
human  factors  analysis  are  being 
provided  with  copies  of  NUREG-0659. 
Comments  received  by  the  commission 
will  be  made  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  in  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Federal  Register,  notice  of 
availability  of  the  draft  guidelines  (FR 
45.  No.  163  at  page  5551)  advised  that 
the  Commission  staff  planned  to  meet 
with  operating  reactor  licensees  and 
applicants  for  operating  licenses,  human 
factors  engineering  experts,  and  other 
interested  parties  at  some  time  after 
comments  on  the  draft  guidelines  had 
been  received,  but  prior  to  publication  of 


the  final  guidelines.  These  meetings 
have  now  been  scheduled,  and  will  be 
held  on  April  22  and  24, 1981,  in  Room 
P-118  of  the  Commission’s  Bethesda 
offices  at  7920  Norfolk  Avenue, 

Bethesda,  Maryland.  The  meetings  will 
begin  at  9:00  AM.  Topics  to  be 
addressed  at  the  public  meetings  include 
a  review  of  the  planned  format  and 
content  of  the  revised  guidelines 
(NUREG-0700,  to  be  published  shortly 
after  the  scheduled  public  meetings)  and 
a  discussion  of  the  licensee  and 
applicant  control  room  design  review 
process.  Also,  the  staff  plans  to  discuss 
the  draft  systems  review  guidelines 
given  in  NUREG-0659,  and  will  consider 
comments  on  this  draft  material  as  well 
as  comments  on  other  material 
contained  in  NUREG-0659. 

To  balance  meeting  attendance,  it  is 
requested  that  licensee  and  applicant 
representatives  from  NRC  Regions  III, 

IV  and  V  plan  to  attend  the  April  22 
meeting,  and  that  representatives  from 
NRC  Regions  I  and  II  plan  to  attend  the 
April  24  meeting.  Other  individuals  and 
organization  representatives  may  attend 
either  meeting.  Persons  intending  to 
attend  these  meetings  should  advise  the 
Commission  by  contacting  the  NRC 
officer  identified  below  and  indicating 
which  meeting  they  plan  to  attend. 

To  the  extent  possible,  written 
comments  received  by  April  15, 1981, 
will  be  discussed  by  the  staff  during  the 
meetings.  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  NRC  officer  listed 
below.  Written  or  verbal  comments  will 
also  be  accepted  at  the  meetings,  but  the 
staff  may  not  be  in  a  position  to  discuss 
these  comments.  Comments  received 
after  April  30, 1981,  will  be  considered 
by  the  staff  if  it  is  practical  to  do  so,  but 
assurance  of  consideration  of  these 
comments  cannot  be  given.  Persons 
desiring  to  present  their  comments 
during  the  meetings  should  advise  the 
NRC  officer  listed  below  of  their  intent. 

For  further  information,  contact  Voss 
A.  Moore,  Division  of  Human  Factors 
Safety.  Officer  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission.  Washington.  D.C.,  20555. 
Telephone  (301)  492-8448. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Md..  this  20th  day  of 
March  1981. 

.Voss  A.  Moore, 

Chief,  Human  Factors  Engineering  Branch, 
Division  of  Human  Factors  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.  81-9195  Filed  3-25-81: 8:45  am| 
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[Docket  Nos.  50-237-SP;  50-249-SP  (Spent 
Fuel  Pool  Modification)} 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  (Dresden 
Station,  Units  2  and  3);  Further 
Hearings  on  Proposed  Amendment  of 
Facility  Operating  License 

March  17, 1981. 

On  August  3, 1978,  the  United  States 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  issued  a  notice  of 
“Proposed  Amendments  to  Operating 
Licenses”  relating  to  the  above 
identified  facilites  (43  FR  35763,  August 
11, 1978).  The  proposed  amendments 
would  permit  an  increase  in  the  storage 
capacity  of  the  spent  fuel  pool  at 
Dresden  Station. 

Hearings  on  the  proposed 
amendments  were  held  on  November  19, 
20,  and  21, 1980,  in  Morris,  Illinois.  At 
those  hearings  applicant's  counsel 
informed  the  Board  of  a  possible  fuel 
channel  assembly  bowing  problem. 

On  March  17, 1981,  it  is  ordered.  That 
testimony  on  the  question  of  fuel 
channel  assembly  bowing  will  be 
received  and  arguments  by  the  parties, 
limited  to  thirty  minutes  each,  will  be 
heard  in  support  of  their  respective 
answers  to  Board  question  #2*  on  April 
20.  21st  if  necessary. 

In:  The  O’Hare  ^Hilton  Motel  at 
O’Hare  International  Airport  Chicago, 
Illinois  the  session  on  April  20th,  1981. 
will  begin  at  1:00  P.M.  in  the  Montgolfier 
Room,  East  Mezzanine. 

The  members  of  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  designated  by  the 
Atomic  Safety  and  Board  Panel  to 
conduct  the  above  notice  hearing  are  Dr. 
Linda  W.  Little,  Dr.  Forrest  J.  Remick.  as 
technically  qualified  membere,  and  John 
F.  Wolf,  Esquire,  as  chairman. 

Members  of  the  Public  are  invited  to 
attend  this  evidentiary  hearing. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board. 
John  F.  Wolf, 

Administrative  Judge. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9189  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  <im| 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 

[Docket  No.  50-3351 

Florida  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Issuance  of 
Amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License  and  Negative  Declaration 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 

1  Board  Question  #2.  Based  on  a  review  and 
analysis  of  the  various  unresolved  generic  safety 
issues  under  continuing  study,  what  relevance  is 
there,  if  any.  to  the  proposed  spent  fuel 
modification? 

Further,  what  is  the  potential  health  and  safety 
implication  of  any  relevant  issues  remaining 
unresolved? 
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issued  Amendment  No.  39  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-67,  issued  to 
Florida  Power  &  Light  Company  (the 
licensee),  which  revised  the  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  St. 
Lucie  Plant,  Unit,  No.  1  (the  facility), 
located  in  St.  Lucie  County,  Florida.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
issuance. 

The  amendment  deletes  certain  non- 
radiological  water  quality  requirements 
of  the  Appendix  B  Technical 
Specifications,  deletes  license 
conditions  associated  with  the 
Appendix  B  Technical  Specifications 
changes  and  adds  reporting 
requirements. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  prepared  an 
environmental  impact  appraisal  for  this 
action  and  has  concluded  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
warranted  because  there  will  be  no 
environmental  impact  attributable  to  the 
action  other  than  that  which  has  already 
been  predicted  and  described  in  the 
Commission’s  Final  Environmental 
Statement  for  the  facility  dated  June 
1973. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  April  12, 1979,  as 
supplemented  September  10, 1979,  and 
February  26, 1980,  (2)  Amendment  No.  39 
to  License  No.  DPR-67,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  Environmental  Impact 
Appraisal.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Indian  River  Junior  College 
Library,  3209  Virginia  Avenue,  Ft. 

Pierce,  Florida.  A  copy  of  items  (2)  and 
(3)  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  10th  day  of 
March  1981. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Robert  A.  Clark, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  3, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9190  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  Nos.  50-461  OL,  50-462  OL] 

Illinois  Power  Co.,  et  al.  (Clinton  Power 
Station,  Units  1  and  2,  Application  for 
Operating  License);  Memorandum  and 
Order  (Summarizing  Special 
Prehearing  Conference,  Summarizing 
Telephone  Conference,  and  Ordering 
Second  Special  Prehearing 
Conference) 

March  18, 1981. 

A  Special  Prehearing  Conference  was 
held  on  January  29, 1981  in  Urbana, 
Illinois.  During  a  general  discussion  of 
the  contentions  of  the  petitioner  for 
intervention,  Prairie  Alliance  (PA),  and 
a  detailed  discussion  of  a  number  of 
such  contentions,  it  became  apparent 
that  many  of  the  contentions  failed  to 
meet  the  specificity  and  basis 
requirements  of  10  CFR  2.714(b). 

The  NRC  Staff  offered  to  meet  with 
representatives  of  PA  in  order  to  explain 
what  the  Staff  considered  to  be  the 
deficiencies  in  PA’s  contentions.  The 
petitioner  agreed  to  participate  in  such  a 
meeting.  Counsel  for  Applicant  was 
invited  to  participate  in  the  meeting, 
also,  but  declined  to  do  so.  Applicant’s 
Counsel  indicated  that  he  would  view 
favorably  such  an  effort  by  Staff  and 
petitioner  but  expressed  concern  about 
any  delay  that  might  result.  Staff 
indicated  that  it  believed  a  period  of 
four  to  six  weeks  would  be  required  for 
petitioner  to  prepare  and  submit 
amended  contentions  and  that  it  did  not 
think  that  such  a  delay  would 
significantly  affect  the  proceeding.  In 
response  to  Board  questions,  Staff  said 
that  it  projected  issuance  dates  of 
October  1982  for  the  Safety  Evaluation 
Report  and  March  1982  for  the  Final 
Environmental  Rleport.  Considering 
these  projections  and  the  fact  that 
Prairie  Alliance  does  not  have  benefit  of 
counsel,  the  Board  granted  the  petitioner 
an  additional  period  not  to  exceed  six 
weeks  in  which  to  consult  with  the  Staff 
and  submit  revised  contentions. 

In  a  telephone  conference  on  March 
11, 1981,  in  which  representatives  of  all 
parties  participated,  Prairie  Alliance 
advised  that  it  would  mail  its  amended 
contentions  no  later  than  March  30, 

1981.  Further,  all  parties  agreed  that  a 


Second  Special  Prehearing  Conference 
would  be  held  in  Illinois  beginning  at 
9:00  a.m.  on  April  14, 1981. 

Order 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  it  is,  this  18th 
day  of  March  1981,  it  is  ordered: 

That  the  Second  Special  Prehearing 
Conference  will  be  held  in  the  Plaza 
Room  of  the  University  Inn,  East  John 
and  Third  Streets,  Champaign,  Illinois, 
beginning  at  9:00  a.m.  on  April  14, 1981. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board. 
Oscar  H.  Paris, 

Administrative  fudge. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9191  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  Nos.  50-387-OL  and  50-388-OL] 

Pennsylvania  Power  &  Light  Co.,  et  al. 
(Susquehanna  Steam  Electric  Station, 
Units  1  and  2);  Reconstitution  of  Board 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
10  CFR  §  2.721  (1980),  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  for  Pennsylvania 
Power  &  Light  Company,  Et.  Al. 
(Susquehanna  Steam  Electric  Station, 
Units  1  and  2,  Docket  Nos.  50-387-OL 
and  50-388-OL,  is  hereby  reconstituted 
by  appointing  the  following 
Administrative  Judges  to  the  Board:  Mr. 
James  P  Gleason  and  Dr.  Paul  W. 
Purdom.  Mr.  Charles  Bechhoefer  and  Dr. 
Oscar  H.  Paris  were  members  of  this 
Board,  but,  because  of  schedule  conflicts 
are  unable  to  serve. 

As  reconstituted,  the  Board  is 
comprised  of  the  following  * 
Administrative  Judges: 

James  P.  Gleason,  Chairman 
Mr.  Glenn  O.  Bright 
Dr.  Paul  W.  Purdom 

All  correspondence,  documents  and 
other  materials  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Board  in  accordance  with  10  CFR  2.701 
(1980).  The  addresses  of  the  new  Board 
are: 

Administrative  Judge  James  P.  Gleason, 

513  Gilmoure  Drive, 

Silver  Spring,  Maryland  20901 
Dr.  Paul  W.  Purdom, 

245  Gulph  Hills  Road, 

Radnor,  Pennsylvania  19087 
Issued  at  Bethesda.  Md.,  this  19th  day  of 
March  1981. 

B.  Paul  Cotter,  Jr., 

Chief  Administrative  Judge,  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  Panel. 

|FR  Doc.  81-9192  Filed  3-25-81:  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  Nos.  50-463  CP  and  50-464  CP] 

Philadelphia  Electric  Co.  (Fulton 
Generating  Station,  Units  1  and  2); 
Reconstitution  of  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Appeal  Board 

Notice  is  hereby  given.that,  in 
accordance  with  the  authority  conferred 
by  10  CFR  2.787(a),  the  Chairman  of  the 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal 
Panel  has  reconstituted  the  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal  Board  for 
this  construction  permit  proceeding  to 
consist  of  the  following  members: 

Richard  S.  Salzman,  Chairman 
Dr.  W.  Reed  Johnson 
Christine  N.  Kohl 
Dated:  March  20. 1981. 

C.  Jean  Bishop, 

Secretary  to  the  Appeal  Board. 

[Ill  Doc.  81-9193  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  ami 
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[Docket  No.  50-267] 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Colorado  and 
Fort  St.  Vrain  Generating  Station; 
Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  23  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-34  issued  to 
the  Public  Service  Company  of 
Colorado,  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  Fort 
St.  Vrain  Generating  Station  (the 
facility)  located  in  Platteville,  Colorado. 
The  amendment  is  effective  as  of  the 
date  of  its  issuance. 

The  amendment  specifies  certain 
license  conditions  for  the  conduct  of  a 
test  program  and  revises  the  Technical 
Specifications  to:  (1)  extend  the 
minimum  sample  flow  limits  to  cover  the 
reactor  power  range  of  70  to  100  percent, 
(2)  define  the  times  to  start 
depressurization,  (3)  extend  the  core 
residence  time  of  the  fuel  test  elements 
and  (4)  specify  operator  action  time 
limits  for  power-to-flow  ratios  as  per 
S.L.  3.1.  This  amendment  is  based  on 
revised  data  and  analysis  which  correct 
certain  inconsistencies  with  the  FSAR 
for  this  facility,  identified  in  1977.  These 
inconsistencies  had  resulted  in  a  hold  in 
the  test  program  at  the  70  percent  level 
while  they  were  resolved.  Now  that  they 
are  resolved,  the  hold  in  the  test 
program  is  no  longer  needed,  and  the 
Fort  St.  Vrain  Nuclear  Generating 
Station  may  continue  previously 
authorized  testing,  rise-to-power 
ascension  up  to  the  designed  842  MWt 
for  the  duration  of  the  testing  program. 
Subsequent  power  operation  above  the 
70  percent  level  will  be  subject  to  a 


review  and  evaluation  of  the  test  results 
by  Public  Service  Company  of  Colorado 
and  the  NRC. 

The  applications  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR  51.5 
(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendment  dated  November  16, 1977, 
January  3, 1979,  January  21, 1981  and 
January  30, 1981,  (2)  Amendment  No.  23 
to  License  No.  DPR-34  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission's 
Public  Document  Room,  (PDR),  1717  H 
Street,  N.  W.,  Washington,  D.  C.  and  at 
the  Local  PDR  in  Greeley,  Colorado.  A 
copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  16th  day  of 
March  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
]ames  R.  Miller, 

Chief.  Standardization  and  Special  Projects 
Branch.  Division  of  Licensing. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9194  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 
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Development  of  a  Safety  Goal; 
Preliminary  Policy  Considerations 

In  accordance  with  its  previously 
announced  Plan  for  Developing  a  Safety 
Goal  (45  FR  71023,  October  27, 1980),  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  hereby 
publishes  for  public  comment  a 
preliminary  statement  of  policy 
considerations  concerning  that  subject. 
A  detailed  discussion  supporting  this 
statement  is  being  published  separately 
as  NUREG-0764,  “Toward  a  Safety 
Goal:  Discussion  of  Preliminary  Policy 
Considerations."  A  copy  of  NUREG- 
0764  and  of  NUREG-0739,  “An 
Approach  to  Quantitative  Safety  Goals 


for  Nuclear  Power  Plants,”  submitted  to 
the  Commission  by  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards  in 
October  1980  are  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Single  copies  of 
NUREG-0764  and  NUREG-0739  are 
available  upon  written  request  and  at  no 
cost  to  persons  who  wish  to  comment: 
requests  should  be  made  to  the  NRC- 
GPO  Sales  Program,  Attention:  Sales 
Manager,  Division  of  Technical 
Information  and  Document  Control.  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555  (Phone  301-492- 
9530).  Copies  may  also  be  purchased 
from  the  NRC-GPO  Program  and  the 
National  Technical  Information  Service, 
Springfield,  Virginia  22161.  Comments 
on  the  statement  and  on  NUREG-0764 
and  on  NUREG-0739  will  be  considered 
in  work  leading  to  the  preparation  of  a 
policy  pap'er  for  submittal  for 
Commission  consideration.  That  work 
includes  further  studies,  public  meetings, 
and  workshops.  Salient  activities  will  be 
publicly  announced  in  order  to  secure 
broad  participation.  (For  a  description  of 
that  further  work,  see  NUREG-0735, 
included  in  45  FR  71023,  October  27, 
1980.) 

Comments  and  suggestions  are 
solicited  concerning  the  entire  subject 
matter  of  this  statement  and  NUREG- 
0764  or  any  of  their  aspects.  In  addition, 
the  Commission  solicits  comments  on 
certain  additional,  specific  questions 
appearing  at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

Written  comments  should -be 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 
Branch,  and  should  be  received  by  May 
26, 1981.  Late  comments  will  be 
considered,  but  only  to  the  extent 
practicable  to  do  so. 

For  further  information  contact  Mr. 
George  Sege,  Office  of  Policy 
Evaluation,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
(202)  634-3295. 

Dated  at  Washington,  District  of  Columbia, 
this  23d  day  of  March  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Samuel  ].  Chilk, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

PRELIMINARY  POLICY 
CONSIDERATIONS 

I.  Introduction 

A.  Background 

In  accordance  with  the  Plan  for 
Developing  a  Safety  Goal  (NUREG-0735: 
also  published  in  45  FR  71023,  October 
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27, 1980),  the  Commission  is  issuing  for 
public  comment  this  preliminary 
statement  of  considerations  involved  in 
developing  a  safety  goal.  This 
preliminary  statement  has  been 
prepared  in  furtherance  of  the 
Commission’s  intent  to  seek  to  define 
more  clearly  the  level  of  protection  of 
the  public  health  and  and  safety  that  it 
believes  is  adequate. 

In  accordance  with  further  provisions 
of  the  Plan,  the  comments  received  will 
constitute  a  part  of  the  considerations 
leading  to  preparation  of  the  eventual 
safety  goal.  In  addition  to  consideration 
of  the  written  comments,  workshops  and 
public  meetings  will  be  held.  A 
subsequent  paper  will  be  prepared  by 
the  Office  of  Policy  Evaluation  and  is 
scheduled  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Commission  for  its  consideration  in 
August  1981.  After  consideration  of  that 
paper,  the  Commission  intends  to  seek 
additional  public  comment  on  the 
proposed  policy  statement.  Those 
comments  will  also  be  considered  in  the 
preparation  of  the  final  safety  goal  itself. 

B.  Purpose  and  Scope  of  the  Preliminary 
Statement 

The  purpose  of  this  preliminary 
statement  is  to  elicit  comments  by 
indicating  the  kinds  of  considerations 
which  may  enter  into  an  articulation  of 
the  Agency’s  safety  goal. 

The  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards  has  prepared  “An  Approach 
to  Quantitative  Safety  Goals  for  Nuclear 
Power  Plants"  (NUREG-0739,  available 
on  request).  Commenters  are  urged  to 
obtain  and  use  that  document  as  one 
example  of  a  concrete  application  of  the 
concepts  discussed  here.  The 
Commission  has  at  this  time  not  formed 
any  views  as  to  the  merits  of  the 
approach  described  by  the  ACRS  or  any 
other  single  policy.  The  ACRS  has 
characterized  its  proposal  as  intended  to 
“serve  as  one  focus  for  discussion.”  It  is 
the  only  specific  proposal  that  has  so  far 
been  formally  submitted  to  the 
Commission,  and  is  detailed  and 
accompanied  by  background 
information. 

The  scope  of  early  policy  development 
efforts  has  focused  primarily  on 
radiological  accidents  associated  with 
power  reactors.  It  is,  however,  intended 
to  include  considerations  of  sabotage 
and  other  external  events  and  to  seek 
adaptation  of  the  safety  goal  to  other 
facilities  and  operations  where  the  need 
is  evident. 

C.  Organization  of  the  Statement 

The  articulation  of  a  safety  goal  must 
not  only  stipulate  a  required  degree  of 
protection  that  is  sound,  but  must  also 


be  formulated  in  a  way  that  is  useful  in 
a  practical,  regulatory  sense. 

This  statement  begins  by  discussing 
alternative  approaches  to  safety-goal 
formulation.  The  discussion  includes 
types  of  safety  goals,  types  of 
quantitative  approach,  approaches  for 
dealing  with  uncertainty,  and  coments 
about  some  aspects  of  balancing  of  risks 
and  of  safety  and  other  values. 

Presented  next  are  references  to  five 
specific  safety-goal  proposals  in 
addition  to  the  aforementioned  volume 
by  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards. 

Finally,  there  is  a  short  discussion  of 
degree  of  safety,  since  all  or  most  of  the 
potential  approaches  can  be  adapted  to 
establishing  a  degree  of  protection  at 
any  level  over  a  wide  range  of  possible 
levels.  Selecting  that  level  on  a  sound 
basis  is,  or  course,  the  paramount 
objective  of  the  effort  to  develop  a 
safety  goal. 

II.  Approaches  to  Safety  Goal 
Formulation 

In  this  section,  discussions  progress 
from  a  characterization  of  possible 
safety-goal  forms,  to  an  identification  of 
types  of  quantitative  approaches,  to  a 
brief  account  of  means  of  dealing  with 
uncertainty,  and,  finally,  to  comments 
about  balancing  disparate  values. 

A.  Safety  Goal  Forms 

Saftey-goal  forms  have  been  classified 
according  to  seven  pairs  of  contrasting 
characteristics  which  are  given  below. 
(Based  on  Mattson  et  al.,  1980.  See 
NUREG-0764  for  further  discussion). 

The  next  steps  in  the  goal  development 
program  should  address  these 
characteristics.  The  seven  pairs  of 
characteristics,  with  brief  comments,  are 
as  follows: 

1.  Single  vs.  Multiple  Goals — 
Advantageous  combinations  may  be 
possible,  consisting  of  an  interrelated 
hierarchy  of  overall  and  lower-order 
goals. 

2.  Quantitative  vs.  qualitative  Goals — 
Overall  quantitative  goals  introduce 
severe  verifiability  problems  with 
respect  to  low-probability  high- 
consequence  events.  On  the  other  hand, 
qualitative  goals  may  defy  assignment 
of  clear,  ascertainablq  meaning. 

Different  specific  aspects  of  safety-goal 
formulation  may  be  better  suited  to  one 
or  the  other  of  these  alternatives,  or  may 
be  expressible  in  forms  combining 
qualitative  and  quantitative  elements. 

3.  Ends-Oriented  vs.  Process-Oriented 
Goals — Ordinarily,  goals  are  thought  of 
principally  as  ends  to  which  strategies 
and  resources  are  directed.  A  process- 
oriented  alternative  focuses  on 
processes  that  command  confidence.  For 


example,  one  of  the  basic  reactor  safety 
principles  of  the  Naval  Nuclear 
Propulsion  program  and  our  own  is  that 
if  the  means  of  providing  for  nuclear 
safety  are  pursued  with  the  goal  of  • 
excellence  of  performance,  then 
acceptable  safety  will  be  attained. 

4.  Absolute  vs.  Relative  Goals — Some 
comparative  analysis  must  underlie 
relative  goals,  though  comparisons  may 
be  fraught  with  considerable  difficulties. 

5.  Individual  vs.  Society-Oriented 
Goals — In  the  NRC  regulations  (10  CFR 
Parts  20,  50/ Appendix  I,  and  100),  both 
individual  and  societal  goal  forms  are 
used  in  complementary  fashion  for 
limiting  radiation  exposure. 

6.  Site  (or  Region)  Dependent  vs.  Site 
(or  Region)  Independent  Goals — 
Location  may  affect  the  probability  of  a 
serious  accident,  the  probability  of  a 
failure  of  a  reactor  containment,  and  the 
radiation  exposure  of  people  in  event  of 
an  accident. 

7.  Time-Related  vs.  A  temp  oral 
Goals — A  time-related  goal  may  call  for 
achievement  of  some  specified  safety 
standard  by  a  specified  year  and  a  more 
stringent  safety  standard  by  some  later 
year.  Also,  a  goal  may  be  interim  or 
settled  (though  even  a  “settled”  goal 
may  need  to  be  changed,  because  of 
technological  progress,  new  information, 
or  new  perceptions).  An  interim  goal 
may  offer  a  trial  period. 

B.  Types  of  Quantitative  Approach 

Recent  efforts  towards  development 
of  proposed  safety  goals  have  had  a 
predominantly  quantitative  emphasis, 
notwithstanding  evident  problems  of 
verification  of  compliance  with  any 
quantitative  goals.  The  Advisory 
Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards 
(ACRS),  as  background  for  its  own 
development  of  a  quantitative  approach, 
accepted  a  survey  of  some  proposals 
previously  presented  in  the  United 
States  and  abroad,  according  to  which 
such  approaches  can  be  roughly 
categorized  into  three  groups:  those  that 
set  limits  on  individual  risk  of  death 
only;  those  that  consider  frequency  of 
accidents  and  magnitude  of  the 
consequences;  and  those  that  imbed  the 
criteria  in  risk  management  frameworks 
that,  at  least  in  part,  consider  risks  from 
alternatives  or  other  societal  endeavors 
(NUREG-0739,  Part  1). 

C.  Approaches  to  Dealing  with 
Uncertainty 

Verifiability  of  whether  a  nuclear 
plant  meets  an  overall  quantitative 
safety  goal  is  subject  to  considerable 
uncertainties  surrounding  probabilities 
and  consequences  of  severe  but  low- 
probability  accidents.  Various 
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approaches  can  be  considered  for 
mitigating  the  impact  of  those 
uncertainties.  We  describe  five 
approaches:  arbitration,  modeling, 
restrained  use  of  quantitative  criteria, 
conservatism,  and  non-quantitative 
approaches.  Combinations  of 
approaches  are,  of  course,  possible  and 
may  well  have  merit. 

1.  Arbitration — The  decisions  about 
whether  a  goal  is  met  can  be  entrusted 
to  a  group  of  specially  empowered 
experts. 

2.  Modeling — Verification  could  be 
tied  to  a  prescribed  mode  of  calculation. 

3.  Restrained  Use  of  Quantitative 
Criteria — Use  of  the  top-level 
probability  target  can  be  limited  to 
decisions  concerning  the  clearly 
prohibitive  and  the  clearly  trivial 
outliers.  Another  mode  of  restraint  is  to 
use  an  overall  plant  target  only  loosely 
and  to  provide  some  general  guidance 
for  setting  quantitative  targets  at  the 
level  of  systems  and  equipment  for 
which  failures  can  be  tolerated  with  a 
frequency  sufficient  for  possible 
verification. 

4.  Conservatism — Conservatism  can 
be  embedded  in  the  calculations  or 
explicitly  applied  to  risk  estimate 
results.  In  the  “embedded”  approach, 
estimates  of  actual  risk  are  based  on 
conservative  assumptions,  in  order  to 
increase  assurance  that  decisions 
concerning  the  issue  at  hand  will  be  on 
the  safe  side. 

As  an  alternative,  one  can  require 
calculations  to  be  realistic — the  best  one 
can  do.  Margins  of  due  prudence  would 
be  introduced  into  administrative 
decisions.  Sensitivity  analyses  may  help 
discern  the  consequences  of  alternative 
judgments  and  thus  help  to  set  an 
appropriate  margin. 

5.  Nonquantitotive  Approaches — 
Nonquantitative  approaches  available 
to  reduce  vulnerability  due  to 
uncertainties  include  independent  lines 
of  defense:  use  of  requirements  known 
to  be  beneficial,  though  not 
quantitatively;  extra  circumspection 
when  abandoning  known,  established 
practices  for  promising  innovations:  and 
professional  judgment,  with  emphasis 
on  the  qualifications  and  experience  of 
decision  makers  and  advisors. 

D.  Approaches  to  Balancing  of  Values 

As  the  work  of  safety-goal 
development  progresses,  we  plan  to 
seek  a  sound  balancing  of  the  values 
relevant  to  goal  setting.  At  this  time  we 
limit  our  discussion  to  noting  in  a 
preliminary  way  two  specific  topics:  (1) 
individual  and  social  risks  and  (2)  safety 
and  economic  values. 

1.  Individual  and  Social  Risks — A 
safety  goal  may  focus  on  the  risk  of 


death  or  illness  to  which  any  one 
individual  may  be  exposed,  including 
permissible  differences  among 
individuals  in  different  circumstances, 
such  as  workers,  nearby  residents  who 
may  receive  some  benefit  as 
compensation  for  incremental  risk,  and 
the  general  population.  The  goal  may 
also  include  consideration  of  the 
numbers  of  people  exposed  to  a  risk. 

Social  risk  considerations  also  include 
such  issues  as  equities  of  distribution  of 
risks  and  benefits,  possible  transfer  of 
risk  to  future  generations  (through  long- 
lived  radioactive  materials),  distinctions 
between  prompt  and  delayed  fatalities, 
and  whether  and  how  property  damage 
risks  (which  may  indirectly  entail  other 
health-and-safety  risks)  should  be  taken 
into  account. 

A  special  aspect  of  the  social  risk 
issfie  is  involved  in  the  concept  of  risk 
management,  that  is,  whether  and  how 
to  consider  the  risks  of  alternatives  in 
setting  a  nuclear-plant  safety  goal. 

2.  Safety  and  Economic  Values — 
Safety  and  economic  values  are  not 
necessarily  or  invariably  in  conflict. 
Safety  may  protect  plant  investment  and 
property  of  others  as  well  as  save 
medical  and  other  costs  of  illness.  In  this 
positive  respect,  the  issue  is  the  extent 
to  which  economic  incentives  for  safety 
should  be  reflected  in  safety-goal 
formulation.  However,  in  many 
questions  about  safety,  safety  and 
economic  values  conflict  or  appear  to 
conflict;  the  issue  then  involves,  first, 
whether  under  the  circumstances  at 
hand  economic  impacts  can  be  taken 
into  account  in  a  safety  decision  and, 
second,  what  amount  of  resources  may 
be  devoted  (or  what  benefits  foregone) 
to  achieve  a  particular  safety  goal. 

Decisions  concerning  possible 
retroactive  applications  of  new 
requirements,  including  the  safety  goal 
itself,  may  involve  special  safety-cost 
trade-offs  since  the  costs  of  specific 
safety  improvements  for  plants  already 
being  built  or  operating  may  be 
substantially  higher  than  for  plants  yet 
to  be  built. 

III.  Some  Safety-Goal  Proposals 

NUREG-0764  describes  six  safety- 
goal  proposals,  all  urging  a  quantitative 
formulation  of  safety  goals  and 
suggesting  specific  numerical  values  for 
the  parameters  that  they  propose.  The 
diverse  frameworks  can,  however,  be 
employed  in  conjunction  with  numerical 
values  that  differ  from  those  suggested 
in  the  specific  proposals.  The 
intellectual  task  of  devising  a  sound 
framework  and  the  policy  task  of  setting 
appropriate  levels  are  distinct,  though 
they  must  in  due  course  merge.  Both 


tasks  are  essential,  as  is  their  proper 
merging. 

All  six  of  the  proposals  are  based  on 
the  use  of  probabilistic  risk  assessment 
They  depend  for  their  effectiveness  on 
the  potentialities  of  that  technique  and 
are  subject  to  its  limitations — gaps  and 
uncertainties  in  data  bases  and 
difficulties  of  constructing  adequate  sets 
of  underlying  assumptions  and  of 
accounting  for  human  factors  in  safety. 
Some  of  the  approaches  proposed 
include  provision  for  accomodating  or 
mitigating  the  effects  of  uncertainties. 

With  all  the  approaches, 
consideration  would  have  to  be  given  to 
(a)  the  appropriate  role  for  other 
methods  where  probabilistic  risk 
assessment  cannot  dependably  resolve 
an  issue  and  (b)  problems  of  transition 
from  current  practices,  including 
decisions  with  respect  to  possible 
retroactive  application  of  new 
requirements,  as  well  as  (c)  the 
development  of  sufficiently  wide 
availability  of  an  adequate  level  of 
expertise  in  the  new  probabilistic 
methods. 

The  proposals  described  in  NUREG- 
0764  include  one  submitted  to  the 
Commission  on  October  31, 1980,  by  the 
Adivsory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards  and  described  by  the  ACR9 
as  “a  preliminary  proposal  for  a  possible 
approach  to  quantitative  safety  goals 

*  *  *  intended  to  serve  as  one  focus  for 
discussion  on  the  subject  *  *  *  and 

*  *  *  expected  to  be  *  *  *  a  first  step  in 
an  iterative  process."  (NUREG-0739, 

“An  Approach  to  Quantitative  Safety 
Goals  for  Nuclear  Power  Plants,”  ACRS, 
1980.) 

The  ACRS  proposal  is  the  only  safety- 
goal  proposal  that  has  been  formally 
presented  to  the  Commission  for 
consideration  or  discussion.  However, 
we  are  aware  of  other  proposals  relating 
to  development  of  a  safety  goal  for  use 
in  the  United  States  that  have  been 
elaborated  in  varying  degree  and  have 
been  published  or  widely 
communicated.  Five  such  proposals  are 
discussed  briefly  in  NUREG-0764.  Their 
sources  are  the  Atomic  Industrial 
Forum;  Dr.  Chauncey  Starr,  of  the 
Electric  Power  Research  Institute;  Dr. 
Vojin  Joksimovic,  of  General  Atomic;  Dr. 
Edwin  Zebroski,  of  the  Nuclear  Safety 
Analysis  Center;  and  Mr.  Robert 
Bernero,  of  the  NRC  Office  of  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Research. 

IV.  Degree  of  Safety 

The  essence  of  a  safety  goal  is  the 
degree  of  safety  that  it  establishes.  The 
generic  discussion  of  approaches  to 
safety-goal  formulation  and  of  the 
criteria  by  which  approaches  may  be 


18830 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  58  /  Thursday,  March  26,  1981  /  Notices 


judged  has  as  its  purpose  the  creation  of 
a  vehicle  for  specifying  the  degree  of 
safety  sought  in  a  way  that  would  make 
it  meaningful  and  useful. 

The  assignment  of  specific  proposed 
degrees  of  safety  in  the  specific 
proposals  summarized  above  illustrates 
the  use  of  the  proponents’  frameworks 
and  the  degrees  of  safety  suggested  by 
the  proponents  as  appropriate. 

The  Commission  reserves  judgment 
about  any  specific  degree  of  safety, 
pending  further  progress  in  its  safety- 
goal  development  efforts. 

Additional  Questions 
The  Commission  solicits  comments 
and  suggestions  concerning  the  entire 
subject  matter  of  the  preliminary 
statement  of  policy  considerations  and 
the  supporting  discussion  paper  or  any 
parts  of  that  subject  matter.  In  addition, 
comments  are  solicited  concerning  the 
following  specific  questions: 

1.  (a)  Among  the  criteria  for  selection 
of  an  approach  to  safety-goal 
formulation  that  are  presented,  which 
are  particularly  important? 

Unimportant?  Illustrative  criteria  are 
that  tne  goal  be  comprehensive,  logical, 
verifiable,  practical,  and  publicly 
acceptable. 

(b)  Should  additional  or  different 
criteria  be  considered?  What  criteria 
and  with  how  much  emphasis? 

2.  Which  of  the  following  are 
particularly  important  to  include  in  a 
safety  goal: 

(a)  Some  general  approach  to  risk 
acceptability? 

(b)  Quantitative  safety  goals? 

(c)  Qualitative — even  subjective — 
standards? 

(d)  Approach  to  safety-cost  trade-offs? 

(e)  Goals  for  future  safety 
improvements? 

(f)  Standards  for  determining  when  new 
requirements  should  be  applied 
retroactively? 

3.  (a)  Among  the  approaches  to  safety 
goal  formulation  that  are  discussed, 
what  approach  or  combination  of 
approaches  is  particularly  appropriate? 
Inappropriate?  Why? 

(b)  Should  any  other  apprqach  be 
considered?  What  approach? 

4.  (a)  Among  the  approaches  to 
dealing  with  uncertainty  that  are 
discussed,  what  approach  or 
combination  of  approaches  is 
particularly  appropriate?  Inappropriate? 

(b)  Should  any  other  approach  be 
considered?  What  approach? 

5.  What  should  be  some  of  the 
characteristics  of  safety  requirements: 

(a)  What  should  be  the  role  of  safety- 
cost  trade-offs? 

(b)  To  what  extent  should  benefits  of 
nuclear  power,  absolute  and  relative  to 


alternatives,  enter  safety-requirements 
decisions? 

(c)  To  what  extent  is  it  appropriate  for 
requirements  for  new  and  previously 
approved  plants  to  differ? 

(d)  Should  a  safety  goal  be  applied 
directly  to  cases  in  order  to  attain  a 
similar  degree  of  safety  from  case  to 
case  (even  though  that  may  result  in 
specific  design  and  operation 
requirements  differing  according  to 
circumstances)?  Or  should  the  goal  be 
applied  genetically  and  have 
requirements,  rather  than  estimated 
degree-of-safety  results,  be  uniform? 

(e)  To  what  extent  should  the  goal 
reflect  protection  of  individuals 
regardless  of  numbers  of  persons 
affected,  and  to  what  extent  should  it 
reflect  total,  integrated  population  or 
societal  effects? 

(f)  To  what  extent  should  equities  of 
distribution  of  benefits  and  adverse 
impacts  influence  requirements? 

(g)  Should  the  safety  goal  reflect 
increased  aversion  to  risk  of  high 
consequences  even  at  low  probability? 

(h)  What  is  the  proper  balance 
between  stability  of  requirements  and 
flexibility  for  modification  as  knowledge 
develops  and  insights  change. 

6.  (a)  How  should  the  stringency  of 
nuclear-power-plant  safety  requirements 
compare  with  current  practice? 

(b)  How  should  stringency  of  the 
safety  goal  compare  with  risks  accepted 
from  other  (non-nuclear)  electrical 
energy  sources  and  with  risks  arising  in 
various  other  contexts? 

7.  The  Commission  invites  comments 
on  the  ACRS  proposal  and  on  the  other 
specific  proposals  described  in  the 
paper,  and  would  welcome  any 
alternative  proposals  or  suggestions. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8197  Filed  3-25-81,  8:45  am) 
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OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

Agency  Forms  Under  Review 

March  23, 1981. 

Background 

When  executive  departments  and 
agencies  propose  public  use  forms, 
reporting,  or  recordkeeping  requiremnts, 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  reviews  and  acts  on  those 
requirements  under  the  Federal  Reports 
Act  (44  USC,  Chapter  35).  Departments 
and  agencies  use  a  number  of 
techniques  including  public  hearings  to 
consult  with  the  public  on  significant 
reporting  requirements  before  seeking 
OMB  approval.  OMB  in  carrying  out  its 
responsibility  under  the  Act  also 


considers  comments  on  the  forms  and 
recordkeeping  requirements  that  will 
affect  the  public. 

List  of  Forms  Under  Review 

Every  Monday  and  Thursday  OMB 
publishes  a  list  of  the  agency  forms 
received  for  review  since  the  last  list 
was  published.  The  list  has  all  the 
entries  for  one  agency  together  and 
grouped  into  new  forms,  revisions, 
extensions  (burden  change),  extensions 
(no  change),  or  reinstatements.  The 
agency  clearance  officer  can  tell  you  the 
nature  of  any  particular  revision  you  are 
interested  in.  Each  entry  contains  the 
following  information: 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  agency  clearance  officer  (from 
whom  a  copy  of  the  form  and  supporting 
documents  is  available); 

The  office  of  the  agency  issuing  this 
form; 

The  title  of  the  form; 

The  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable; 

How  often  the  form  must  be  filled  out; 

Who  will  be  required  or  asked  to 
report; 

The  Standard  Industrial  Classification 
(SIC)  codes,  referring  to  specific 
respondent  groups  that  are  affected; 

Whether  small  businesses  or 
organizations  are  affected; 

A  description  of  the  Federal  budget 
functional  category  that  covers  the 
information  collection; 

An  estimate  of  the  number  of 
responses; 

An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
hours  needed  to  fill  out  the  form; 

An  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  Federal 
Government; 

The  number  of  forms  in  the  request  for 
approval; 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  person  or  office  responsible  for  OMB 
review;  and 

An  abstract  describing  the  need  for 
and  uses  of  the  information  collection. 

Reporting  or  recordkeeping 
requirements  that  appear  to  raise  no 
significant  issues  are  approved 
promptly.  Our  usua)  practice  is  not  to 
take  any  action  on  proposed  reporting 
requirements  until  at  least  ten  working 
day 8  after  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
but  occasionally  the  public  interest 
requires  more  rapid  action. 

Comments  and  Questions 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supporting  documents  may  be  obtained 
from  the  agency  clearance  officer  whose 
name  and  telephone  number  appear 
under  the  agency  name.  The  agency 
clearance  officer  will  send  you  a  copy  of 
the  proposed  form,  the  request  for 
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clearance  (SF83),  supporting  statement, 
instructions,  transmittal  letters,  and 
other  documents  that  are  submitted  to 
OMB  for  review.  If  you  experience 
difficulty  in  obtaining  the  information 
you  need  in  reasonable  time,  please 
advise  the  OMB  reviewer  to  whom  the 
report  is  assigned.  Comments  and 
questions  about  the  items  on  this  list 
should  be  directed  to  the  OMB  reviewer 
or  office  listed  at  the  end  of  each  entry. 

If  you  anticipate  commenting  on  a 
form  but  find  that  time  to  prepare  will 
prevent  you  from  submitting  comments 
promptly,  you  should  advise  the 
reviewer  of  your  intent  as  early  as 
possible. 

The  timing  and  format  of  this  notice 
have  been  changed  to  make  the 
publication  of  the  notice  predictable  and 
to  give  a  clearer  explanation  of  this 
process  to  the  public.  If  you  have 
comments  and  suggestions  for  further 
improvements  to  this  notice,  please  send 
them  to  Jim  J.  Tozzi,  Assistant  Director 
for  Regulatory  and  Information  Policy, 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget,  726 
Jackson  Place,  Northwest,  Washington, 
D.C.  20503. 

DEPARTMENT  Of  AGRICULTURE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Richard  J. 
Schrimper — 202-447-6201 . 

New 

•  Forest  Service  ' 

Survey  of  Trends  in  Use  Patterns  and 
Visitor  Characteristics 
In  the  Bob  Marshall  Wilderness 
Nonrecurring 
Individuals  or  households 
Party  leaders  of  recreation  visitor 
groups  entering  the,  etc. 

Conservation  and  land  management  384 
responses,  127  hours;  $35,500  Federal 
cost,  1  form 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-395-7340. 

Information  will  be  directly  used  in 
writing  the  national  forest  plans 
concerned  with  the  Bob  Marshall 
Wilderness,  as  required  by  the  National 
Forest  Management  Act.  The  NFMA 
requires  that  information  on  recreation 
use  and  characteristics  be  used  in 
developing  the  forest  plans  and  to 
evaluate  their  effectiveness. 

Revisions 

•  Economics  and  Statistics  Service 
Field  Crops  Objective  Yield  Survey 
On  Occasion,  other — see  SF83 
Farms 

Cash  grain,  cotton  and  potato  growers 
SIC:  011  013 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Agricultural  research  and  services, 
19,090  responses,  5,918  hours; 
$2,500,000  Federal  cost,  9  forms 


Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standard,  202-673-7974 
Provides  yield  per  acre  indications  of 
wheat,  com,  cotton  and  soybeans  at 
national  level  and  for  major  producing 
States.  Indications  based  on  counts, 
measurements  and  weights  correlated 
with  final  yield.  Sample  fields  selected 
from  June  Enumerative  Survey  (40- 
R2766).  Estimates  used  throughout 
Government  and  agriculture  for 
marketing  decisions. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Edward 
Michals— 202-377-3627. 

Reinstatements 

•  Economic  and  Statistical  Analysis 
Transactions  of  U.S.  Affiliate,  Except  an 

Unincorporated  Bank,  with  foreign 
parent 
BE-605 
Quarterly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
U.S.  corporations  and  unincorporated 
business  enterprises 
Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce,  8,800  responses,  8,800 
hours;  $80,000  Federal  cost,  1  form 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standard,  202-673-7974 
Secures  data  on  current  and  capital 
account  transactions  between  foreign 
persons  and  incorporated  U.S.  business 
enterprises  in  which  they  have  an  equity 
interest  of  10  percent  or  more.  Consists 
of  data  on  earnings;  dividends  interest, 
and  fees  and  royalties  paid;  and 
outstanding  debt  and  equity  position. 
Authorized  by  the  International 
Investment  Survey  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L. 
94-472).  Required  for  the  preparation  of 
the  balance  of  payment  account. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Wallace 
McPherson— 202-426-5030. 

New 

•  Office  of  Educational  Research  and 
Improvement 1 

Survey  of  Adult  Education 

ED  2412  (CPS-1),  ED  2412-1  (CPS-680) 

ED  2412-2  (CPS-681) 

Other — see  SF83 
Individuals  or  households 
16  yr.  olds  and  over  in  a  house.  Sample 
throughout  the  U.S. 


1  This  request  for  clearance  has  already  been 
approved  for  use  by  OMB  so  that  it  can  be 
conducted  as  a  supplement  to  the  May  1981,  Current 
Population  Survey  (CPS). 

Public  comments  will  still  be  considered,  and  any 
changes  indicated  will  be  made  in  the  next  revision 
of  the  study,  as  warranted. 


Research  and  general  education  aids, 
82,500  responses,  4,500  hours;  $322,000 
Federal  cost,  3  forms 
Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 
The  adult  education  course  data  are  in 
great  demand  by  adult  basic  education 
and  continuing  education  program 
planners  and  administrators.  The 
demographic  characteristics,  which  are 
cross-tabulated  for  participants  and 
nonparticipants  in  adult  education  and 
for  all  full-time  students,  are  heavily 
used  by  programs  concerned  with 
women,  the  elderly,  manpower  training, 
and  equal  opportunity,  as  well  as  by 
educators  and  adults. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND  HUMAN 
SERVICES 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Joseph 
Stmad— 202- 245-7488. 

New 

•  Social  Security  Administration 
Quarterly  Report  of  Child  Support 

Collections 

OSCE-34 

Quarterly 

State  or  local  governments 
State  title  IV-D  agencies 
SIC:  944 

Other  income  security,  216  responses, 

216  hours;  $15,800  Federal  cost,  1  form 
Barbara  F.  Young,  202-395-6880 
This  form  provides  quarterly  data 
concerning  the  amounts  collected  as 
child  support  payments  through  the 
child  support  enforcement  program.  This 
information  is  required  to  determine  the 
cost  effectiveness  of  the  program  and  to 
compute  the  AFDC  grant  award. 

•  Social  Security  Administration 
Quarterly  Application  for  Grant  Award 
OSCE-65 

Quarterly 

State  or  local  governments 
State  title  IV-D  agencies 
SIC:  944 

Other  income  security,  216  responses, 
108  hours;  $9,450  Federal  cost.  1  form 
Barbara  F.  Young.  202-395-6880 
This  form  is  the  States’  requests  for  an 
advance  of  Federal  funds  for  the 
Administration  of  the  child  support 
enforcement  program  and  provides  a 
certification  that  State  and  local  funds 
are  available  as  required. 

•  Human  Development  Services 
Assessment  of  State  current  practices  in 

title  XX  day  care 
Nonrecurring 

State  or  local  governments 
State  title  XX  agencies 
SIC:  835 

Social  services,  50  responses,  1,400 
hours;  $93,783  Federal  cost,  3  forms 
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Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 
The  Omnibus  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1980  (P.L.  96-499)  mandates  that  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  “Assist  each  State  in 
conducting  a  systematic  assessment  of 
current  title  XX  funded  day  care 
practices  and  provide  a  summary  report 
of  the  assessments  to  congress  by  June 

1. 1981. ” 

•  Human  Development  Services 
State  title  XX  day  care  assessment:  day 

care  center 

Director  telephone  survey 
Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Title  XX  funded  day  care  centers 
SIC:  835 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Social  Services,  4,098  responses,  3,455 
hours;  $93,783  Federal  cost,  1  form 
Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 
The  Ominibus  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1980  (P.L  96-499)  mandates  that  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  “Assist  each  State  in 
conducting  a  systematic  assessment  of 
current  title  XX  funded  day  care 
practices  and  provide  a  summary  report 
of  the  assessments  to  congress  by  June 

1. 1981. 

•  Human  Development  Services 
State  title  XX  day  care  assesement: 

family  day  care  home 
Telephone  survey 
Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Title  XX  funded  day  care  homes 
SIC:  835 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Social  Services,  3,415  responses,  1,343 
hours;  $93,783  Federal  cost,  1  form 
Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 
The  Ominibus  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1980  (P.L.  96-499)  mandates  that  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  “Assist  each  State  in 
conducting  a  systematic  assessment  of 
current  title  XX  funded  day  care 
practices  and  provide  a  summary  report 
of  the  assessments  to  congress  by  June 

1, 1981. 

•  National  Institutes  of  Health 
Epidemiologic  study  of  nasal  cancer  in 

North  Carolina  and  Virginia 
Nonrecurring 
Individuals  or  households 
Next-of-kin  of  nasal  cancer  patients  and 
control  patients 

Health,  300  responses,  150  hours;  $90,000 
Federal  cost,  1  form 
Gwendolyn  Pla.  202-395-6880 
Clearance  is  requested  to  conduct 
telephone  interviews  with  150  next-of- 
kin  of  former  nasal  cancer  patients  at 
four  hospitals  in  North  Carolina  and 
Virginia  and  150  next-of-kin  of  patients 


dying  of  other  causes  in  order  to  identify 
environmental  factors  associated  with 
the  risk  of  nasal  cancer. 

•  National  Institutes  of  Health 
Pretest  of  a  proposed  survey  of  the  role 

of  the  practicing  Dentist  and 
pediatrician  in  the  use  of  caries 
prevention 
Methods 
Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Practicing  dentists  and  physicians 
SIC:  801  802 

Health,  160  responses,  80  hours;  $32,723 
Federal  cost,  6  forms 
Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 
There  is  a  need  to  collect  information 
periodically  on  the  attitudes  and 
knowledge  of  practicing  dentists  and 
physicians  about  current  and  projected 
caries  prevention  methods.  Such  current 
assessment  of  knowledge  of  practices, 
as  well  as  measures  of  change  over 
time,  will  alow  the  dental  profession 
and  NIDR  to  improve  on  techniques  of 
communication  of  technology  so  that  the 
profession  is  using  the  most  effect. 
MEIVE  methods  available  for  prefenting 
dental  caries. 

•  Social  Security  Administration 
Request  to  obtain  data  form  States 

which  administer  their  own 
supplementary  payment  program(s) 
Quarterly 

State  or  local  governments 
State  agency  which  administer  the 
supplementary  payment  program  for 
the  State,  etc. 

SIC:  944 

Public  assistance  and  other  income 
supplements,  71  responses,  71  hours; 
$1,775  Federal  cost,  1  form 
Barbara  F.  Young,  202-395-6880 
Under  the  provisions  of  section  2, 
Public  Law  94-585,  enacted  October  21, 
1976,  States  that  supplement  the  Federal 
supplemental  security  income  (SSI) 
payments  are  required  to  “pass  along" 
the  Federal  Cost-of-living  increases  to 
individuals  who  are  eligible  for  State 
supplementary  payments.  This 
information  is  required  by  SSA  to  verify 
that  these  States  are  in  compliance  with 
the  law. 

•  Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health 

Requirement  to  disclose  HMO  financial 
information  to  members  on  occasion 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
120  Federally  qualified  HMO’s 
SIC:  808 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Health  care  services,  120  responses,  60 
hours;  $160  Federal  cost,  1  form 
Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 
Recordkeeping  requirement — HMO’s 
generally  provide  to  members  and 


potential  members  the  information  listed 
at  42  CFR  110.108(c)(1)  in  their 
promotion  literature  as  a  normal 
business  practice  except  for  the  detailed 
financial  information  item  which  is 
provided  to  each  employer  mandated 
under  section  1310  of  the  PHS  Act,  as 
amended.  In  addition,  all  of  this 
information  must  be  furnished  OHMO  in 
the  HMO’s  application  for  Federal 
qualification. 

•  Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
Evaluation  of  reimbursing  for  home 

dialysis  services 
HCFA-191T  thru  HCFA-196T 
Nonrecurring 
Individuals  or  households 
Pat.,  dialysis  aids,  physicians,  and  home 
training  coordinators,  etc. 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Health,  3,950  responses,  2,538  hours; 
$159,345  Federal  cost,  6  forms 
Richard  Eisinger,  202-395-6880 
Need:  Data  collected  will  reflect 
attitudes  of  patients,  physicians,  ESRD 
home  training  coordinators  and  home 
dialysis  aids  regarding  home  dialysis. 

Uses:  To  determine  if  home  dialysis 
can  be  definitely  demonstrated  to  be 
cheaper  and  at  the  same  time  not 
adversely  affect  the  quality  of  care. 

Extensions  (No  Change) 

•  Social  Security  Administration 
Statement  for  redetermining  continuing 

eligibility 
For  SSI  payments 
SSA-8200-F4 
Annually 

Individuals  or  households 
Aged  and  handicapped  recipients  of 
supplementary  security  pay. 

Public  assistance  and  other  income 
supplements,  1,533,000  responses, 
689,850  hours;  $41,391,000  Federal 
cost,  1  form 

Barbara  F.  Young,  202-395-6880 
Section  1611(c)(1)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  provides  for  information 
regarding  the  redetermination«process 
for  supplemental  security  income  (SSI) 
benefits.  This  form  is  used  to  elicit 
minimal  information  from  carefully 
selected  SSI  recipients  to  permit  district 
office  personnel  to  make  a  decision  on 
continuing  eligibility  of  recipients  or  that 
further  development  is  necessary. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Robert  G. 
Masarsky— 202-755-5184 

New 

Policy  Development  and  Research 
Multifamily  development  costs 
Nonrecurring 
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State  or  local  governments 
PHas,  State  Housing  Fin.  Agen.  &  Pr. 

Dev.  of  Housing  Proj. 

Sic:  151 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Community  development,  1,250 
responses,  625  hours;  $76,675  Federal 
cost,  3  forms 

Richard  Sheppard,  202-395-6880 
Contains  three  instruments  concerning 
the  characteristics  of  multifamily 
housing  sponsors  and  the  projects  they 
develop.  The  surveys  are  needed  to 
complete  a  study  of  multifamily 
development  costs  and  will  be  used  with 
other  data  to  analyze  development  costs 
across  a  range  of  HUD  programs. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Paul  E. 
Larson— 202-523-6331 

New 

•  Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Test  record  card  for  nonreading  aptitude 
test  battery  and  basic  occupational 
literacy  test,  test  record  card  for 
general  aptitude  test  bat.,  interest 
inventory,  and  proficiency  tests  ETA 
723  ETA  749  on  occasion  State  or 
local  governments  State  employment 
service  offices  SIC:  944  Training  and 
employment,  830,000  responses,  66,400 
hours;  $398,400  Federal  cost,  2  forms 
Arnold  Strasser,  202-395-6880 
These  cards  are  maintained  in 
employment  service  testing  units  as 
official  records  of  applicant  test 
results.  They  are  consulted  and  used 
for  decisions  on  referral  to  job 
openings  and  transmittal  to  other 
organizations  for  use  in  counseling 
and  job  placement. 

•  Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Occupational  code  request 
ETA  741 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Occupational  analysis  Held  centers 
affiliated  with  the  U.S.  employment 
service 
SIC:  944 

Training  and  employment,  320 
responses,  800  hours;  $128,000  Federal 
cost,  1  form 

Arnold  Strasser,  202-395-6880 
Used  to  develop  information  on  new 
occupations  or  occupations  not 
previously  described. 

•  Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Immigration  Case  Record  and 
Transmittal 
ETA  7148 
On  occasion 


State  or  local  governments 
Local  and  State  emp.  ser.  Offices  in  all 
States  and  terr. 

Sic:  944 

Training  and  employment,  45,000 
responses,  22,500  hours;  $135,500 
Federal  cost,  1  form 
Arnold  Strasser,  202-395-6880 
Form  ETA  7148  is  used  in  the  Alien 
Labor  certification  program  as  a  case 
control  and  permanent  record  by 
showing  the  location  of  the  case  and 
current  status  of  the  case. 

•  Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Employer  Furnished  Housing  and 
Facilities 
ETA-338 
Annually 
Farms 

Ic.  emp.  recru.  wkrs  thru  empmt  serv 
interst  cle.  sys. 

Sic:  012  017 

Training  and  employment,  4,000 
responses,  16,000  hours;  $128,000 
Federal  cost,  1  form 
Arnold  Strasser,  202-395-6880 
Federal  Regulations  and  court  orders 
require  agricultural  employers  who 
recruit  workers  through  the  ES  clearance 
system  to  provide  free  housing  sufficient 
to  accommodate  the  number  of  workers 
being  recruited.  Housing  must  meet 
certain  health  and  safety  standards 
established  by  DOL  or  State  laws. 
Housing  must  be  physically  inspected 
before  workers  can  be  recruited  from 
other  areas.  This  form  is  used  to  show 
what  type  of  housing  is  available,  type 
of  accomm.  and  if  meets  S&H  stand. 

•  Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Survey  of  Employment  Services  to 
Disabled  Veterans 
MT-312 
Nonrecurring 
Individuals  or  households 
Young  disabled  veterans 
Training  and  employment,  3,750 
responses,  750  hours;  $193,818  Federal 
cost,  1  form 

Arnold  Strasser,  202-395-6880 
The  results  of  the  proposed  national 
survey  of  employment  services  to 
disabled  veterans  are  necessary  to  guide 
policy  and  program  planning  to  aid  in 
the  solution  of  disabled  veteran 
employment  problems.  The  study  results 
will  be  utilized  to  contribute  to  planning 
at  the  Federal,  State,  and  local  levels  of 
innovative  employment  and  training 
programs  for  disabled  veterans. 

•  Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Notice  of  Existence  of  Labor  Dispute 
ETA  503 

Other — See  SF83 


State  or  local  governments 
Some  or  all  of  the  2.600  local  State 
Employmt  serv.  officers 
Sic:  944 

Training  and  employment,  30,300 
responses,  1,515  hours;  $14,360  Federal 
cost,  1  form 

Arnold  Strasser,  202-395-6880 
This  form  serves  as  evidence  o^ 
compliance  with  Sec.  11(B)  of  Wagner- 
Peyser  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  which 
states:  “In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
this  act,  the  Secretary  of  (Labor)  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  provide  for 
the  giving  of  notice  of  strikes  or  lockouts 
to  applicants  before  they  are  referred  to 
employment." 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Gail  f. 
Cook— 202-632-3538 

New 

•  Administration  of  Foreign  Affairs 
Registration  of  Claims  of  United  States 

Nationals  Against  *  Iran 
DSP-93 
Nonrecurring 

Individuals  or  households/businesses  or 
other  Institutions 

Individuals  and  bus.  w/claims  against 
the  govern,  or  Iran 
Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Conduct  of  foreign  affairs,  2,000 
responses,  2,000  hours;  $15,000  Federal 
cost,  1  form 

Phillip  T.  Balazs,  202-395-4814 
Information  furnished  is  to  be  used  by 
the  Department  of  State  in  negotiating 
an  agreement  with  Iran  for  the 
settlement  of  claims  and  for  other 
purposes  relating  to  the  administration 
of  claims. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — John 
VVinsor— 202-426-1887 

New 

•  Federal  Highway  Administration 
Reference  Report  on  Candidate 
FHWA-1468 

Annually 

Individuals  or  households 
Transportation  professionals 
Ground  transportation,  660  responses, 
660  hours,  $1,500  Federal  cost  1  form 
Terry  Grindstaff,  202-395-7340 
Information  obtained  is  used  to  aid  in 
the  selection  of  recipients  of 
fellowships/scholarships  awarded 


*This  request  for  clearance  may  be  acted  upon 
before  the  end  of  the  normal  10-day  public  comment 
period.  Prompt  review  is  needed  in  order  that 
deadlines  established  by  the  agreement  between  the 
United  States  and  Iran  can  be  met  in  a  timely 
fashion. 
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under  23  U.S.C.  307(A),  321(A),  and 
403(A). 

•  Federal  Highway  Administration 
Investigations  and  Inquiries  of  Driving 

Record  and  Past  Employers 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Motor  carriers  operating  in  interstate 
commerce 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Ground  transportation,  174,460 
responses,  63,969  hours;  1  form 
Terry  Grindstaff,  202-395-7340 
Motor  carriers  need  background 
information  to  determine  if  an  applicant 
can  safely  operate  a  commercial  motor 
vehicle  and  is  not  disqualified  under  the 
Federal  motor  carrier  safety  regulations 
by  reviewing  past  employment  records 
and  P  driving  records. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Ms.  Joy 
Tucker— 202-634-5394 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  United  States  Customs  Service 
General  Declaration 

CF-1301 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Vessel  carriers 
Sic:  441 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  law  enforcement  activities, 
107,970  responses,  8,994  hours; 

$149,780  Federal  cost,  1  form 
Warren  Topelius,  202-395-7340 
The  form,  developed  by  the 
intergovernmental  maritime  consultive 
organization,  replaces  numerous  forms 
previously  used  by  the  countries  that  are 
signatories  to  the  IMCO  Treaty 
Convention  to  allow  the  master  of  a 
vessel  to  set  forth  his  arrival/ departure 
declaration  on  a  single  form. 

ACTION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Dana 
Rodgers,  Acting — 202-254-8501 

New 

•  Assessment  of  the  Community  Energy 
Project 

On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Tech,  assist,  data  form — project  staff 
and  households 

Social  services,  5,215  responses,  3,390 
hours;  $26,600  Federal  cost,  3  forms 
Diane  Wimberly,  202-395-6880 
The  purpose  of  this  longitudinal 
evaluation  is  to  track  the  development, 
organization,  and  implementation  of 
community  energy  projects.  The 
hypotheses  being  tested  are:  (1)  that 
American  communities  through  self- 
help,  can  have  a  major  impact  on 


solving  the  Nation's  energy  crisis,  and 
(2)  that  LC/NC  measures  can  reduce 
energy  consumption  on  American 
homes. 

EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Thomas  P. 
Goggin — 202-634-6983 

Revisions 

•  Apprenticeship  Information  Report 
EEO-2 

EEOC  272  and  445 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Joint  labor-management  apprenticeship 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  law  enforcement  activities,  5,000 
responses,  7,500  hours;  $75,300  Federal 
cost,  2  forms 

Laverne  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 
This  data  collection  is  needed  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  section  709(C)  of  the 
Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964,  as  amended. 

The  data  will  be  used  by  EEOC  for 
compliance  and  litigation  activities  and 
shared  with  other  Federal  agencies. 

•  Apprenticeship  Information  Report 
EEO-2E 

EEOC  273  and  445 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Private  employers  with  100+  employees 
and  5+  apprentices 
SIC:  Multiple 

Federal  law  enforcement  activities,  4,000 
responses,  6,000  hours;  $74,800  Federal 
cost,  2  forms 

Laverne  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 
This  data  collection  is  needed  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  section  709(C)  of  the 
Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964,  as  amended. 

The  data  will  be  used  by  EEOC  for 
compliance  and  litigation  activities  and 
shared  with  other  Federal  agencies. 

FEDERAL  EMERGENCY  MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Linda 
Shiley— 202-254-9515 

Extensions  (No  Change) 

•  Disaster  Assistance  Registration  Form 
(English  and  Spanish) 

FEMA  90-46A  FEMA  90-46B 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households/farms/ 
businesses  or  other  institutions 
Disaster  victims 

Disaster  relief  and  insurance,  200,000 
responses,  100,000  hours;  $71,000 
Federal  cost,  2  forms 
Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
The  application  for  temporary  housing 
assistance  is  the  basic  document  which 
initiates  the  temporary  housing  program 
for  disaster  victims  requiring  temporary 


assistance.  Each  application  is 
completed  by  an  interviewer  based  upon 
a  personal  interview  with  the  applicant. 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Katie 
Cudmore — 202-653-5998 

New 

•  Application  for  Eligibility 
Determination  as  a  Lender 

SBA  1080 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Any  corp.  that  seeks  certif.  by  SBA  to 
become  no,  etc 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce,  120  responses,  9,600  hours; 
$1,344,000  Federal  cost,  1  form 
Edward  C.  Springer,  202-395-4814 
SBA  must  be  assured  of  the  financial 
stability  and  reliability  of  the  applicant, 
generally  concerns  with  complicated 
financial  and  operational  structures  in 
diverse  fields  or  activities,  the  general 
business  reputation  and  character  of 
proposed  owners/management  of  the 
applicant. 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — R.  C. 

Whitt— 202-389-2146 

Revisions 

•  Request  for  Determination  of 
Eligibility  and  Available  Loan 
Guaranty  Entitlement 

26-1880 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 

Vet.  who  are  req.  determ,  of  their  elig. 

and  avail,  loan,  etc. 

Veterans  housing,  500,000  responses, 
125,000  hours;  $3,655,098  Federal  cost, 

1  form 

Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 
Serves  as  veteran’s  application  for 
certificate  of  eligibility  for  home  loan 
benefits  authorized  by  38  U.S.C.,  chapter 
37.  Provides  military  service  periods  and 
previous  guaranteed  loan  information  if 
any,  to  facilitate  determinations  on 
entitlement  required  by  38  U.S.C. 
1802(A),  (B)  and  (C)  and  1818. 

Extensions  (No  Change) 

•  Statement  of  Dependency  of  Parent(s) 
21-509 

On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Parents,  veterans 

Income  security  for  veterans,  55,000 
responses,  27,500  hours;  $123,890 
Federal  cost,  1  form 
Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 
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This  foqn  is  used  to  determine 
whether  or  not  a  parent  can  be 
considered  as  dependent  upon  the 
support  of  the  veteran.  This  form  is  used 
both  in  claims  by  a  veteran  who  claims 
his  parents  as  dependent  or  in  death 
compensation  claims  to  establish 
dependency.  The  income,  net  worth  and 
expense  data  are  required  to  determine 
if  expenses  exceed  income.  Authority  is 
38  U.S:C.  102. 

C.  Louis  Kincannon, 

Assistant  Administrator  For  Reports 
Management. 

IHi  Doc.  81-9218  Filed  8-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  COOE  3110-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
[Public  Notice  7481 

List  of  Gifts  to  Federal  Employees 
From  Foreign  Governments  Reported 
to  Employing  Agencies  in  Calendar 
Year  1980 

The  Department  of  State  submits  the 
following  comprehensive  listing  of  the 
statements  which,  as  required  by  law, 
Federal  employees  filed  with  their 
employing  agencies  during  calendar 
year  1980  concerning  gifts  received  from 

Report  of  Tangible  Gifts 


foreign  government  sources.  The 
compilation  includes  reports  of  both 
tangible  gifts  and  gifts  of  travel  or  travel 
expenses  of  more  than  minimal  value,  as 
defined  by  statute. 

Publication  of  this  listing  in  the 
Federal  Register  is  required  by  Section 
7342(f)  of  Title  5,  United  States  Code,  as 
added  by  Section  515(a)(1)  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Authorization  Act, 
Fiscal  Year  1978  (Pub.  L.  95-105.  August 
17, 1977,  91  Stat.  865). 

Dated;  March  19, 1981 
Richard  T.  Kennedy, 

Under  Secretary  for  Management. 


Name  and  title  ot  recipient  Grtt'  da,e  ^disfrasfton  orTocatiorf106  ^  Cufrent  Identity  ot  foreign  donor  and  government  Circumstances  justifying  acceptance 

AGENCY:  White  HouSe— President  and  Mrs.  Carter  and  Other  First  Familv  Members 


President  Carter .  Crystal  vase,  urn  style  with  faceted  design  and  square  base. 

cobalt  blue  with  etched  crest,  by  "Val  St  Lambert  Cristal”. 
Belgium.  10"  tall.  Rec'd  April  25,  1980.  Est.  Value— $1 ,500. 
Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

Mrs  Rosalynn  Carter . . .  Belgian  linen '(organdy)  tablecloth,  white,  with  embroidered 

floral  design,  116"  x  63";  and  12  matching  napkins.  Rec'd 
April  25,  1980.  Est.  Value— $200.  Transferred  and  stored  at 
Archives. 

President  Carter  .  14  books,  comprising  collection  of  works  of  prominent  Colom¬ 


bian  political  thinkers  of  last  two  centuries;  all  volumes 
compiled  and  edited  by  donor;  Spanish  text,  soft  cover 
Rec'd  December  17,  1980.  Est.  Value— Over  $100.  Trans¬ 
ferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 


President  Carter .  Sterling  silver  cigarette  box,  14K  gold  outline  of  Island  of 

Curacao  on  Hd,  engraved  silver  presentation  plaque  on 
inside  Hd;  inscribed;  4%"  x  4"  x  1".  Rec'd  September  25, 
1980.  Est.  Value— $250.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter . . .  Vase,  repousse  copper  w/globular  body,  tapered  neck;  flared 

and  fluted  mouth  on  flared  base,  21"  tall.  Rec'd  January  30, 
1980.  Est.  Value— $250.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter . „ . Drawing— reproduction  of  scene  on  rear  panel  in  throne  of 

Tuthankhamun,  representing  seated  pharoh  and  his  wife 
Rec’d  January  30,  1980.  Est.  Value— $175.  Transferred  and 
stored  at  Archives. 

Mrs  Rosalynn  Carter .  Islamic  box  of  birchwood  w/hinged  lid;  handmade  in  Middle 


Eastern  style  known  as  "Motaam  Work";  inlaid  w/mother- 
of-pearl,  wood  and  ivory  in  geometric  design  w/brass  pique 
decoration;  15"  x  9"  x  4".  Rec’d  January  30,  1980.  Est 
Value— $200.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter .  Porcelain  vase,  hexagonal  w/removable  lid,  in  cobalt  blue  w / 

agate,  decorated  predominately  w/onion  shaped  dome 
motifs.  Rec'd  June  3.  1980.  Est.  Value— $950.  Transferred 
and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter  .  12  bottles  of  wine,  “GianacHs  Village”  bottled  by  Egyptian 

Vineyards.  Rec'd  December  3,  1980.  Est.  Value — $300. 
Retained  for  official  use  at  White  House. 

President  Carter  . . .  Round  tray,  dark  polished  wood,  inlaid  w/overall  mother-of- 

pearl  octagonal  star  motif  in  center  and  around  edge;  20" 
diameter.  Rec'd  December  8,  1980  Est  'Value— $125. 
Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter .  Porcelain  vase,  white  w/deep  blue  floral  design  and  gold  rims 

at  top  and  bottom,  handpainted  by  H  Jalal.  17”  tall  x  5" 
across.  Rec'd  October  21,  1980.  Est.  Value— Over  $100. 
Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  and  Mrs.  Carter . 4  coins;  3  gold  and  1  silver,  commemorating  1st  Anniversary 

of  Signing  of  Peace  Treaty  between  Egypt  and  Israel.  3/25/ 
79.  Rec'd  April  3,  1980.  Est.  Value— $1  300.  Transferred 
and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter . .  Porcelain  vase,  16"  tall,  bulbous  shape,  cobalt  blue  w/matt 

gold  contrast,  polished  w/agate,  decorated  in  center  w/6 
large  engraved  &  painted  medallions  of  arabesque  style 
Rec'd  May  6,  1980.  Est  Value— $1,750  Transferred  and 
stored  at  Archives. 

Mrs  Rosalynn  Carter . Evening  bag  of  hand  embroidered  cotton  w/ embroidered 

design  in  "Saya"  style,  originating  in  Turkey;  clasp  &  handle 
crafted  in  silver  w/gold  wash,  encrusted  w/coral.  lapis  and 
emethyst  stones,  6%"  x  7% ".  Rec'd  May  6,  1980.  Est. 
Value— $750.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives, 

President  Carter  . . .  White  porcelain  vase  (new),  w/removable  lid  of  American 

eagle  design;  fluted  at  top  &  middle  sections,  w/leaf  pattern 
at  bottom;  initials  "JC"  in  circle  of  leaves  on  front.  Rec'd 
March  26,  1980.  Est.  Value— $300  Transferred  and  stored 
at  Archives. 

Mrs  Rosalynn  Carter .  7  porcelain  plates,  "Classic  Rose  Collection’'  by  Rosenthal; 

each  depicts  different  flower  from  inti,  endangered  species 
list;  one  plate  is  inscribed;  8"  diameter  Rec'd  March  26, 
1980.  Est.  Value — $525.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter . Map  of  North  America  made  from  copper  engraving  by 

Jeremias  Wolf(f)  of  Augsburg,  about  1723;  hand-colored; 
matted  and  framed  under  glass  with  presentation  card  in 


King  Baudoiun  I  and  Queen  Fabida.  Bel¬ 
gium. 


King  Baudouin  I  and  Queen  Fabiola.  Bel¬ 
gium. 


H.  E.  Jorge  Mario  Eastman.  Ambassador  of 
Colombia  to  U.S. 


Richenel  Tweedoom,  District  Administrator 
of  Curacao. 


H.  E.  Mohamed  Hosm  Mobarak,  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  Arab  Republic  of  Egypt. 

H.  E.  Mohamed  Hosni  Mobarak,  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  Arab  Republic  of  Egypt. 


H.  E.  Mohamed  Hosni  Mobarak.  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent  Arab  Republic  of  Egypt 


H.  E.  Mohamed  Hosm  Mobarak.  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent.  Arab  Republic  of  Egypt 


H.  E.  Mohamed  Hosm  Mobarak.  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent  Arab  Republic  of  Egypt. 

H.  E.  Mohamed  Hosni  Mobarak.  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  Arab  Republic  of  Egypt. 


H.  E.  Mohamed  Hosm  Mobarak,  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  Arab  Republic  of  Egypt 


H.  E.  Anwar  El-Sadat.  President.  Arab  Re¬ 
public  of  Egypt. 


H.  E.  Anwar  El-Sadat.  President.  Arab  Re¬ 
public  of  Egypt 


Mrs.  Jihan  Sadat.  Wife  of  President  of  Arab 
Republic  of  Egypt 


H.  E.  Helmut  Schmidt  Chancellor  of  the 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany 


H.  E.  Helmut  Schmidt  Chancellor  of  the 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany 


H.  E.  Franz  Josef  Strauss,  Minister— Presi¬ 
dent  of  Bavaria. 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donors. 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar 
rassment  to  donors 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donors. 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 
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President  Carter . 

President  and  Mrs.  Carter 

Mrs.  Rosalynn  Carter . 

President  Carter . 

President  Carter . ...... 

President  Carter . 

Mrs.  Rosalynn  Carter . 

President  Carter . 

Mrs.  Rosalynn  Carter . 

Mrs  Rosalynn  Carter . . 

President  Carter . 

President  Carter . 

Mrs  Rosalynn  Carter . 

Amy  Carter . 

'  President  Carter . 

Mrs  Rosalynn  Carter . 

Amy  Carter . . 

Mrs.  Rosalynn  Carter . 

President  Carter . 

Mrs  Rosalynn  Carter . 

President  Carter . 

President  Carter . 

President  Carter . 

Mrs  Rosalynn  Carter . 


German;  typed  inscription  on  reverse;  27"  x  32"  Rec’d 
March  18.  1980  Est.  Value— $750-$1, 000  Transferred  and 
stored  at  Archives 

Primitive,  village  scene  of  people  and  animals  in  a  hilly  region;  Gen.  Policarpo  Paz  Garcia.  President  of  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
oil  on  canvas,  by  Jose  Antonio  Velesquez  (1952);  in  gold-  Military  Junta  of  Govt,  of  Honduras.  rassment  to  donor 

leaf  frame,  33"  x  27"  Rec’d  March  4,  1980  Est.  Value— 

$4,500  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

Waterford  crystal  vase,  tulip  shaped  w/scalloped  mouth  and  H.  E  Brian  Lenihan,  Minister  for  foreign  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
rounded  base;  handmade  in  Ireland;  14"  tall.  Rec’d  March 
24,  1980  Est  Value— $430  Transferred  and  stored  at 
Archives. 

Sculpture  “Star  of  Peace”  a  10-pointed  star  on  a  rod, 
displayed  on  square  base;  gold  plated  cast  iron;  #4  of  ltd. 
edition  300,  by  Yaacov  Agam,  signed;  9W  tall.  Rec’d  May 
2,  1980  Est  Value— $3,000  Transferred  and  stored  at 
Archives. 

Book  “Great  is  Peace”  English  and  Hebrew  texts;  edited, 
translated  and  annotated  by  Daniel  Sperber’  copy  #0004  in 
bibliophilic  edition  of  1,800  numbered  copies;  inscribed  by 
donor  Rec’d  April  16,  1980  Est  Value— $800  Transferred 
and  stored  at  Archives 

Black  and  white  photo  of  donor  inscribed;  displayed  in  silver  H  E.  Francesco  Cossiga,  President  of  Non-accefitance  would  have  caused  embar- 

frame  w/gold  crest  12"  x  15"  Rec’d  January  28,  1980  Est.  Council  of  Ministers  of  Italian  Republic.  rassment  to  donor. 

Value— Over  $100  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

14-volume  set  "Encyclopedia  Italians”  (Italian  Encyclopaedia),  H.  E.  Francesco  Cossiga.  President  of  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
Italian  text,  each  gold  stamped,  leather  bound  volume  Council  of  Ministers  of  Italian  Republic.  rassment  to  donor, 

enclosed  in  slipcase  Rec’d  January  28,  1980  Est.  value — 
over  $100  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

Purse  (shoulder  bag),  brown  reverse  calf  w/brown  calf,  brass  H.  E.  Francesco  Cossiga,  President  of  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 

closure  w/“Gucci”  emblem  in  silver-toned  metal  Rec’d  Council  of  Ministers  of  Italian  Republic.  rassment  to  donor. 

January  28,  1980  Est.  Value— $375  Transferred  and  stored 
at  Archives. 

4  plates,  Venetian  glass  chargers,  pale  blue,  green,  amber  H.  E.  Francesco  Cossiga,  President  of  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 

and  red  w/wheel-cut  surfaces  surrounding  stylized  floral  Council  of  Ministers  of  Italian  Republic.  rassment  to  donor, 

centers;  each  signed  and  dated  on  base;  14Vi"  diameter 
Rec’d  July  14,  1980  Est.  Value— $450  Transferred  and 
stored  at  Archives. 

Tablecloth  (luncheon  cover),  white  Venetian  lace  w/floral  and  H  E.  Francesco  Cossiga,  President  of  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 

butterfly  motifs  and  12  matching  napkins;  made  by  Maria  Council  of  Ministers  of  Italian  Republic.  rassment  to  donor. 

Mazzaron,  Venice.  Rec’d  July  14,  1980  Est.  Value— $400. 

Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

Cigarette  lighter,  sterling  silver,  cylindrical  by  "Bulgari”  7 Vi"  Mrs.  Maria  Pia  Fanfani,  wife  of  President  of  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
long  x  %"  diameter  Rec’d  November  26,  1980.  Est.  Senate  of  Italy.  rassment  to  donor. 

Value— $550.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 


Affairs  for  Ireland.  rassment  to  donor. 


Mrs.  Alisa  Begin,  Wife  of  Prime  Minister  of  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
Israel.  rassment  to  donor. 


Menachem  Begin,  Prime  Minister  of  Israel .  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 

rassment  to  donor 


Bible  "La  Bibbia  Di  Borso  d’Este”  (The  Bible  of  Borse 
D’Este",  Vols.  I  and  II;  (facsimile).  Rec’d  July  14,  1980.  Est. 
Value — $1,500.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

3  medallions;  22  KT  gold,  silver  (986)  and  bronze  (35  V4  GM); 
each  bearing  a  mezzo  relief  likeness  of  Pope  John  II  w/his 
name  embossed  in  Latin  on  one  side  and  image  of  crucified 
Christ  depicted  on  reverse;  1%"  diameter  Rec’d  July  14, 
1980.  Est.  Value— $1,109  Transferred  and  stored  at  Ar¬ 
chives. 

Amber  rosary  beads  w/gold/plated  silver  chain  and  crucifix. 
Rec’d  July  14,  1980.  Est.  Value— $500.  Transferred  and 
stored  at  Archives. 


His  Holiness  John  Paul  II,  Vatican  City,  Italy...  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 

His  Holiness  John  Paul  II,  Vatican  City,  Italy...  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 


His  Holiness  John  Paul  II,  Vatican  City,  Italy...  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 


Head  of  Christ,  sculpted  of  salmon-colored  coral,  1%"  diame-  His  Holiness  John  Paul  II,  Vatican  City,  Italy...  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
ter  &  mounted  inside  a  white  box,  5”  x  4%"  x  1  V<  Rec’d  rassment  to  donor  . 

July  14,  1980.  Est.  Value— $125-$250.  Transferred  and 
stored  at  Archives. 

Sterling  silver  urn,  round  body  w/2  sculpted  lion  masks  and  H.  E.  Alessandro  Pertini,  President  of  Italy .  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 

loose  ring  handles  on  sides;  removable  domed  cover  w/an  rassment  to  donor, 

acorn  finial  and  beaded  edging,  fluted  base;  crafted  by 
Ghalib  Shawkat,  Rome.  Rec’d  July  14,  1980.  Est.  Value- 
Si, 000.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

18K  gold  pin  w/coral  rose  motif,  crafted  by  Ghalib  Shawkat,  H.E.  Alessandro  Pertino,  President  of  Italy .  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 

Rome.  3V4"  long.  Rec’d  July  14,  1980  Est.  Value— $700.  rassment  to  donor 

Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

18  KT  gold  link  bracelet,  engraved  ’Sandro  Alla  Piccola  Amy”  H  E.  Alessandro  Pertino,  President  of  Italy .  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embarr 

on  front,  “20— VI— 1980”  on  reverse.  Rec’d  July  14,  1980.  rassment  to  donor. 

Est.  Value— $280.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 


“Fancy  Watch”,  quartz,  by  Seiko;  pendant  style  resembling  a  Mrs  Shigeko  Ohira,  Wife  of  Prime  Minister 
pocket  watch,  w/enamelized  floral  design  around  edge  &  of  Japan, 
on  reverse;  attached  to  gold  plated  chain.  Ree  d  May  5, 

1980.  Est.  Value— $250  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

Sterling  silver  coffee  service  inlaid  with  24Kt  gold  mid-Eastern  HM  King  Hussein  I,  Jordan . 

motifs  and  depicting  a  gold  crown;  6  demitasse  cups,  white 
porcelain,  provided  w/6  silver  cup  holders.  2  Vi”  diameter. 

Rec’d  July  23,  1980  Est.  Value— $12, 000-$15, 000.  Trans¬ 
ferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

Antique  silver  bracelet  containing  beads  inside;  handcrafted;  HM  King  Hussein  I,  Jordan . .... 

4  Vi"  diameter  Rec’d  June  23,  1980.  Est.  Value— $950. 

Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

50  Peso  gold  coin,  engraved  w/President  Carter’s  portrait  on  Arturo  Moreno  Durazo,  Director  General  of 
one  side  and  lettered  “Independencia  Y  Libertad”  on  edge.  Police  and  Transit  of  Federal  District  of 
Rec’d  June  30,  1980.  Est.  Value— $675— $1 ,200.  Trans-  Mexico, 
ferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

Lion  skin,  female,  tan  in  color  and  mounted  on  an  opening.  H.E.  Alhaji  Shehu  Shagari,  President  of  Ni- 
hinged  wooden  platform;  nose  to  neck  approx.  17".  Ree  d  geria. 

October  7,  1980.  Est.  Value — Over  $100.  Transferred  and 
stored  at  Archives. 

Six  large  leather  "Poufs”  w/suede  pillow  type  covers,  depict-  H.E.  Alhaji  Shehu  Shagari,  President  of  Ni- 
ing  donee,  Nigerian  seal  and  flags.  Rec’d  October  10,  1980.  geria. 

Est.  Value— $1,500.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

Four  handbags,  suede  drawstring  top  w/hatbox-shaped  H.E.  Alhaji  Shehu  Shagari,  President  of  Ni- 
bottom  and  zipper  around  the  side;  3  are  green  and  gray,  1  geria 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 
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Is  blue  trimmed  w/snakeskin.  Rac’d  October  10,  1980.  EsL 
Value— $300.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter .  Rectangular  Bokhara  rug,  20th  century,  predominant  center 

colors  of  rust  and  beige,  framed  by  large  geometric  design 
border  handmade  in  Pakistan,  49"  x  75”  Rec’d  October  8, 
1980.  Est.  Value— $1,100.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Ar¬ 
chives. 

Mrs  Rosaiynn  Carter . . .  Sari,  reversible  sHk  material/fabric  embroidered  on  one  side  in 


elaborate  design  of  gold  thread  over  deep  forest  green  and 
on  reverse  side  in  white,  purple  and  blue;  39"  wide  x  6V4 
yds  long.  Rec’d  October  B,  1980.  Est  Value— $525.  Trans¬ 
ferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter . . . Set  of  5  silver  and  platinum  commemorative  coins,  marking 

ratification  and  entry  into  force  of  Panama  Canal  Treaty; 
minted  in  1978  and  1979.  Rac’d  December  24,  1980.  EsL 
Value — $235.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

Mrs  Rosaiynn  Carter _ _ _  Necklace — gold  bells  and  balls  w/natural  Peruvian  stone 

beads;  15"  long.  Rec’d  August  7,  1980.  Est  Value— $135. 
Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

Mrs.  Rosaiynn  Carter . . .  Sterling  silver  rose,  crafted  in  Peru,  814”  long.  Rec’d  August 

7,  1980.  Est.  Value— $129.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Ar¬ 
chives. 

President  &  Mrs.  Carter . .  Wood  chest  with  simulated  inlaid  ivory  floral  design  overall 

and  engraved  presentation  plaque  on  hinged  lid;  contains 
large  assortment  of  items.  Rec’d  July  11,  1980.  Est 
Value— $745.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  &  Mrs.  Carter .  Flowers— artificial  arrangement  of  white  blossoms  w/green 

leaves,  crafted  of  miniature  seashells,  contained  in  silver- 
plated  mesh  basket  w/handle;  30”  x  13"  x  11"  Rec’d 
,  December  8,  1980.  Est  Value— $125.  Transferred  and 

stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter . . .....  Silvered  bronze  relief  plaque,  commemorating  400th  anniv.  of 

death  of  Luis  de  Camoes  and  the  National  Day  of  Portugal 
and  depicting  Camoes  seated,  holding  a  copy  of  “Os 
Lusiadas”  Rec’d  July  28,  1980.  Est  Value— $225.  Trans¬ 
ferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter _ _ _  Sundial,  composed  of  9  fitted  ceramic  tiles  and  handpainted 

w/Roman  numerals,  floral  motifs  and  a  radiating  sun;  19" 
sq.  Rec’d  July  28,  1980.  Est  Value — $t50.  Transferred  and 
stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter _ _... . Thirty  color  photographs  of  President,  Mrs.  Carter  and  Amy 

w/President  and  Mrs.  Eanes,  et  al,  on  occasion  of  state 
visit  to  Portugal  6/26/80;  in  leather  bound  album  w/gold- 
stamped  cover,  inscribed.  Rec’d  November  5,  1960.  Est 
Value — $100.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 


Mrs  Rosaiynn  Carter _ _  14  Kt  gold  pin  w/emerald  chips,  designed  as  bear  climbing  a 

tree  and  attached  to  a  bow.  Rec’d  July  24,  1980.  Est 
Value— $590.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter..... . .  Bronze  deer  (stag),  sculpted  by  A.  Coello  of  Portugal;  dis¬ 

played  on  molded  oval  base,  signed  and  numbered  14  or 
Urn.  Ed.  20.  Rec’d  July  17,  1980.  Est.  Value— $4,500. 
Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter..... .  Gun,  textured  gray  metal,  doubled  barrelled.  7.65  caliber 


palm-held  pistol  (Pistola  Pressin)  with  elaborate  gold  Da¬ 
mascene  design  of  scrolling  floral  and  Greek  key  figures; 
contained  in  fitted,  locking,  brown  leather  case;  (included 
were  2  packets  of  ammunition;  25  blank  cartridges  and  25 
7.65  caliber  w/  90  MMG.  of  powder— given  to  U.S.  Secret 
Service).  Rec’d  July  16,  1980.  Est.  Value — $700.  Gun 
transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 


Mrs  Rosaiynn  Carter .  Purse  (shoulderbag),  navy  blue,  envelope  style  w/brass  fit¬ 

tings;  crafted  from  Spanish  leather,  by  "Loewe"  Rec’d  July 
17,  1980.  Est.  Value— $250.  Transferred  and  stored  at 
Archives. 

Amy  Carter . . .  18  Kt.  gold  link  necklace,  w/  a  .03  full  cut  diamond  enclosed 

in  glass  w/gold  rim  pendant  suspended.  Rec’d  July  17. 
1980.  Est.  Value— $135.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives 

President  and  Mrs.  Carter .  45  color  photographs  of  President  and  Mrs.  Carter  w/ Their 

Majesties  King  Juan  Carlos  I  and  Queen  Sofia,  et  al.  on 
occasion  of  trip  to  Madrid,  Spain  6/25-26/80;  in  simulated 
leather  album.  Rec’d  July  17.  1980.  Est.  Value — $150. 
Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

Mrs  Rosslynn  Carter .  Jacket,  plum  color  background  w/multicolored  embroidered 

design  on  front  and  reverse;  lined,  handwoven  of  “Star  of 
Siam”  raw  silk;  4  yds  of  plum  colored  raw  silk  fabric 
included.  Rec’d  February  11,  1980  Est  Value — $130 
Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

Mrs  Rosaiynn  Carter .  22  Kt.  gold  pin,  leaf  design  w/semi  precious  stone;  2  Vi” 

diameter  Rec’d  February  11,  1980.  Est.  Value — $700. 
Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  and  Mrs.  Carter .  Dates  (on  vine)  and  pastries;  contained  in  camelback  styled 

chest  w/Nnged  top  and  front.  Rac’d  December  29,  1980 
Est.  Value — Over  $100  Food  used  at  Residence;  chest 
transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

Mrs  Rosaiynn  Carter .  92  prints  (42  color  and  46  B&W)  entitled  “The  National 

Dresses  of  Macedonia;  printed  in  1963;  20"  x  14”  Rec’d 
November  17.  1980  Est.  Value— Over  $100  Transferred 
and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter .  Ten  reproduction  prints,  depicting  various  scenes  of  Belgrade, 

contained  in  brown  pigskin  portfolio.  Rec’d  July  17  1980 
Est.  Value— $175.  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

President  Carter .  Painting  “Peasant  Women  Driving  on  a  Two-horse  Hay  Cart" 

naive  style,  done  on  reverse  glass,  by  Franjo  Mraz.  signed; 
inscribed  on  reverse  Rec’d  July  21,  1980  Est.  Value— 
$600  Transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 


H.E.  Gen.  Mohammad  Zia-ULHaq  and  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
Begum,  President  of  Islamic  Republic  of  rassment  to  donor. 

Pakistan. 


H.E.  Gen.  Mohammad  Zia-UI-Haq  and  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
Begum,  President  of  Islamic  Republic  of  rassment  to  donor 
Pakistan. 


H.E.  Ernesto  Balladares  Perez.  Minister  of  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
Finance  of  Panama  rassment  to  donor 


H.E.  Fernando  Balaunde  Terry,  President  of 
Peru. 


H.  E.  Gen.  Morales  Bermudez  Cerruti,  and 
Mrs.,  President  of  Peru. 

H.  E.  Ferdinand  Marcos,  and  Mrs.  Marcos, 
President  of  the  Philippines. 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donors. 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donors. 


Mrs.  Imeida  Marcos,  Wife  of  President  of  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
the  Phillippines.  rassment  to  donor 


H.E.  Gen.  Antonio  Dos  Santos  Ramatbo,  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
President  of  Portugal.  rassment  to  donor 


H.E.  Gen.  Antonio  Dos  Santos  Ramalho,  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
President  of  Portugal.  rassment  to  donor 


H.E.  Gen.  Antonio  Dos  Santos  Ramalho.  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
President  of  Portugal.  rassment  to  donor 


Mrs.  Tiemo.  Wife  of  Mayor  of  Madrid,  Spam ..  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 

H.  M.  Juan  Carlos  I.  King  of  Spam .  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 

rassment  to  donor 


H.  M.  Juan  Carios  I.  King  of  Spam . . .  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 

rassment  to  donor 


H.  M.  Queen  Sofia.  Spam 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


H.  M.  Queen  Sofia,  Spam .  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 

rassment  to  donor 

H.  M.  Queen  Sofia.  Spam .  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar 

assment  to  donor 


H.  M.  Queen  Sirikit  Thailand .  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar 

assment  to  donor 


H.  M.  Queen  Sirikit  Thailand 


H  E  Habib  Bourguiba  and  Mrs.  President 
of  Tunisia. 


H.  E  Dimce  Betovski,  Ambassador  of  Yugo¬ 
slavia. 


H  E  Zivorad  Kovacevic  and  Mrs..  President 
of  City  Assembly.  Belgrade.  Yugoslavia 

H  E  Cyljetm  Miiatovic.  President  of  Yugo¬ 
slavia 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar 
assment  to  donor 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar 
assment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar 
assment  to  honor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar 
,  assment  to  donors 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar 
assment  to  donor 
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Report  of  Tangible  Gifts— Continued 

Name  and  title  of  recipient 

Gift,  date  of  acceptance,  estimated  value  and  current 
disposition  or  location 

Identity  of  foreign  donor  and  government 

Circumstances  justifying  acceptance 

Mrs.  Rosalynn  Carter . 

....  Tablecloth,  handloomed  of  predominately  heavy  cotton  fabric 
w/multicolored  geometric  design  bordered  on  white  back¬ 
ground  81"  x  60";  and  12  matching  napkins.  Rec’d  July  21, 
1980.  Est.  Value— $150.  Transferred  i  stored  at  Archives. 

Mrs.  Mira  Mijatovic,  Wife  of  President  of 
Yugoslavia. 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
assment  to  donor. 

President  and  Mrs.  Carter - ... 

....  Walnut  chest  (w/lock  and  key),  depicting  carved  floral  and 
vine  motifs  w/hinged  lid  and  wrought  iron  bail  handles; 
containing  2  bell-shaped  crystal  wine  glasses,  2  presenta¬ 
tion  folders  and  5  bottles  of  Yugoslavian  wine  (wine  used  at 
residence).  Rec'd  July  18,  1980.  Est.  Value — $175.  Chest 
transferred  and  stored  at  Archives. 

H.  E.  Ilija  Vakic,  President,  Chamber  of  the 
Economy,  Belgrade,  Yugoslavia. 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
assment  to  donor. 

AGENCY:  WHITE  HOUSE  STAFF 


Amb.  Esteban  E.  Torres,  Special 
Asst,  to  the  President  for  His¬ 
panic  Affairs. 

Or.  Zbigniew  Brzezinski,  Asst,  to 
the  President  for  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Affairs. 


Dr.  Zbigniew  Brzezinski,  Asst,  to 
the  President  for  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Affairs. 

Jody  Powell,  Press  Secretary  to 
the  President. 

Lloyd  N.  Cutler,  Counsel  to  the 
President. 


Mrs.  Joan  Mondale.. 


Mrs.  Joan  Mondale.. 


Walter  F.  Mondale.. 
Walter  F.  Mondale.. 


Walter  &  Joan  Mondale.. 


William  Mondale ., 


Gold  coin  (18  GMS.  of  .999),  commemorating  1st  Anniv.  of 
Nicaraguan  Revolution,  7/19/79.  Rec'd  September  23, 
1980.  Est.  Value- -$397.  Transferred  to  Smithsonian. 

Oriental  carpet.  Tabriz;  depicting  a  "Tree  of  Life"  pattern, 
composed  of  elaborated  floral  and  bird  design  in  rusL  pink 
and  beige  on  navy  background,  framed  by  intricate  border 
of  repeated  geometric  and  floral  design,  crafted  in  Pakistan; 
T  x  41V.  Rec'd  December  2,  1980.  Est.  Value— $2,800. 
Transferred  to  Smithsonian. 

Magnifying  glass  in  sterling  silver  frame;  (designed  to  be 
clipped  to  reading  matter  when  not  in  use);  engraved 
“Sandro  Pertini”;  3“  diameter.  Rec'd  July  29,  1980.  Est. 
Value— $160.  Transferred  to  GSA  Gift  VaulL 

Candy  dish,  steding  silver  w/gold-washed  intehor,  shaped 
edging;  engraved  "Sandro  Pertini";  5”  diameter.  Rec'd  July 
29,  1980.  Est.  Value— $208.  Transferred  to  GSA  Gift  VaulL 

Sterling  silver  cup  w/gold-washed  intehor,  engraved  "Sandro 
Pertini”  on  front;  3"  diameter  x  3"  tall.  Rec’d  July  30,  1980. 
Est.  Value— $172.  Transferred  to  GSA  Gift  Vault. 

Gucci  handbag.  Rec'd  January  30,  1980.  EsL  Value— $150. 
National  Archives  pending  disposition  by  GSA. 

Tapestry  by  Bakary  Diene  of  Thies,  Senegal.  Rec'd  July  18, 
1980.  Est.  Value— $1000.  Retained  for  display  in  V.P.  Resi¬ 
dence. 

Silk  embroidery  scroll.  Rec’d  May  30,  1980.  EsL  Value— $200. 
National  Archives  pending  disposition  by  GSA. 

Three  large  leather  floor  cushions,  aqua  and  grey  suede  and 
snakeskin;  three  handbags  in  same  material.  Rec'd  October 
7,  1980.  Est.  Value— $100  combined  National  Archives 
pending  disposition  by  GSA. 

Shell  flower  arrangement  in  silver  baskeL  Rec'd  December  6, 
1980.  Est.  Value— $125.  National  Archives  pending  disposi¬ 
tion  by  GSA. 

Framed  collection  of  silver  jewelry.  Rac'd  July  19,  1980.  Est. 
Value— $400.  National  Archiwes  pending  disposition  by 
GSA. 


The  Honorable  Ricardo  Coronel  (Kautz), 
Vice  Minister  of  Agricultural  Policy,  Mana¬ 
gua,  Nicaragua. 

H.  E.  Mohammad  Zia-UI-Haq  and  Begum, 
President  of  Pakistan. 


H.  E.  Alessandro  Pertini,  President  of  Italy . 

H.  E.  Alessandro  Pertini,  President  of  Italy . 

H.  E.  Alessandro  Pertini,  President  of  Italy....- 

Francesco  Cossiga,  Prime  Minister  of  Italy  ..... 
President  Senghor,  Senegal _ _ 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 


Gertg  Biao,  Vice  Premier,  State  Council  of 
PRC. 

Alhaji  Shagari,  President  of  Nigeria .... _ _ _ 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 

Non-acceptance  would  hav9  caused  embar- ' 
rassment  to  donor. 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 


Mrs.  Imelda  Marcos,  Wife  of  President  of 
Philippines. 


Mr.  Kountche,  Son  of  President  of  Niger _ 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor. 


Joseph  R.  Biden,  Jr.,  U.S.  Senator...  Eleven  pieces  of  Herend  china.  Reed  July  1979.  Est.  Value —  H.  E.  Istran  Huzar,  Deputy  Chairman,  Coun¬ 
in  excess  of  $100.  Deposited  with  Secretary  of  Senate  for  cil  of  Ministers,  Hungarian  People’s  Re¬ 
transmittal  to  Commission  on  Arts  and  Antiquities,  U.S.  public. 

Senate. 

ik  Church,  U.S.  Senator . .  Sterling  silver  cigarette  box  engraved  with  Jordanian  seal  and  King  Hussein  I,  Jordan _ _ 

donor’s  signature,  approx  5"  x  7",  lined  with  mahogany,  in 
blue  presentation  box.  Reed  June  26,  1980.  EsL  Value— 

$400  to  $500.  Requested  and  received  approval  by  Select 
Cte.  on  Ethics  on  7/28/80  for  official  use  during  tenure  in 

ard  M.  Kennedy.  U.S.  Senator...  Bronze  stature  sculped  by  M.  Peraza.  Reed  April  28,  1980.  President  Jose  Lopez  Portillo.  Mexico . 

Est.  Value— in  excess  ol  $100.  Requested  and  received 
approval  by  Select  Cte.  on  Ethics  on  8/8/80  for  official  use 
of  item  during  tenure  in  Senate. 

rard  M.  Kennedy,  U.S.  Senator...  Glass  etching— a  reproduction  of  an  original  drawing  by  Same  as  above . 

Donor,  with  silver  base.  Reed  April  28,  1980.  Est  Value— in 
excess  of  $100.  Requested  and  received  approval  by 
Select  Cte.  on  Ethics  on  8/8/80  for  official  use  during 
tenure  in  Senate. 

rard  M.  Kennedy,  U.S.  Senator...  Silver-cased  box  with  inlaid  mosaic  top.  Reed  April  28,  1980.  President  Jose  Lopez  Portillo,  Mexico - 

EsL  Value— in  excess  of  $100.  Requested  and  received 
approval  by  Select  Cte.  on  Ethics  on  8/8/80  for  official  use 
during  tenure  in  Senate. 

rard  Zorinsky,  U.S.  Senator _ Gold  commemorative  coin.  Reed  July  19, 1980.  Est  Value— in  Government  of  Nicaragua - 

excess  of  $100.  Requested  and  received  approval  by 
Select  Cte.  on  Ethics  on  8/8/80  for  official  use  during 
tenure  in  Senate. 


Frank  Church,  U.S.  Senator... 


Edward  M.  Kennedy,  U.S.  Senator. 


Edward  M.  Kennedy,  U.S.  Senator. 


Edward  M.  Kennedy,  U.S.  Senator. 


Edward  Zorinsky,  U.S.  Senator  ... 


H.  E.  Istran  Huzar,  Deputy  Chairman,  Coun¬ 
cil  of  Ministers,  Hungarian  People’s  Re¬ 
public. 

King  Hussein  I,  Jordan _ _ 


President  Jose  Lopez  Portillo,  Mexico . 


Report  of  Travel  or  Expenses  of  Travel 


Name  and  ttle  of  recipient  Br*'  ^ripbon <*  S  sSST*  0CeU"i°8  em*ely  of  foreign  donor  and  government 


President  Jose  Lopez  Portillo,  Mexico . 


Government  of  Nicaragua.. 


Refusal  would  likely  cause  offense  or  em¬ 
barrassment 


Refusal  would  likely  cause  offense  or  em¬ 
barrassment. 


Refusal  would  likely  cause  offense  or  em¬ 
barrassment. 


Same  as  above. 


Refusal  would  likely  cause  offense  or  em¬ 
barrassment. 


Refusal  would  likely  cause  offense  or  em¬ 
barrassment 


Circumstances  justifying  acceptance 


Henry  M.  Jackson,  U.S.  Senator,  July  12-14,  1980— Transportation  furnished  by  Norwegian  Ministry  of  Defense,  Government  of  Norway ..  Refusal  would  likely  cause  offense  or  em¬ 
end  Mrs.  Jackson,  and  children.  Govt  to  observe  aspects  of  terrain  central  to  military  barrassment. 

Peter  and  Anna  Marie.  defense  of  Northern  Nonway. 

Charles  McC.  Mathias.  Jr..  U.S.  November  18-24,  1980— Lodging,  food  and  transportation  Government  of  France. . - . . . .  Refusal  would  likely  cause  offense  or  em- 

Senator.  within  geographic  limits  of  France,  while  visiting  nuclear  barrassment. 

facilities  located  in  that  country. 

John  O'Neill,  Jr..  Legislative  Asst  Same  as  above.—. — .................. - - - ......... —  Same  as  above — . . . ... - Same  as  above. 

to  Senator  Mathias. 

James  G.  Roche.  Designee  of  Same  as  Senator  Jackson - Ministry  of  Defense,  Government  of  Norway ..  Same  as  above. 

Sen.  Jackson  to  Intelligence  Cte. 

Casimir  A.  Yost,  Legislative  Asst  Same  as  Senator  Mathias - - - - Government  of  France. - Same  as  above. 

to  Sen.  Mathias. 


Federal  Register  /  Vob46,  No.  58  /  Thursday,  March  26,  1981  /  Notices 


Report  of  Tangible  Gifts 


Name  and  title  of  recipient  Grft,  date  of  acceptance,  es^ahje  and  current  disposition  or  *^  «  *^<^  ,*  *******  Circumstances  justify-*  acceptance 


David  F.  Emery'  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress. 

Jack  Hightower,  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress. 

George  T  "Mickey"  leland. 
Member  of  Congress. 

Paul  N.  McCloskey,  Jr.,  Member  of 
Congress. 

Matthew  F.  McHugh.  Member  of 
Congress. 

David  R.  Obey,  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress. 

Thomas  P  O’Neill,  Jr.,  Speaker  of 
the  House. 

Joel  Pritchard,  Member  of  Con- 


fa)  Pakistani  rug.  Reed  February  6,  1980.  Est.  Value— Approx.  President  Zia,  Pakistan...... . .  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar 

$300.  Retained  for  official  use  in  Congressional  office.  rassment  to  donor 

See  Ref.  (a) _ , _ _ _ * _ _ 


Gold  Commemorative  coin  celebrating  "Nicaragua  Libre  19  Republic  ol  Nicaragua 
JuNo  1979”  Reed  July  19,  1980.  Est.  Value— Over  $100. 

Retained  for  official  use  (displayed  in  Menil  Foundation). 

See  Ref.  (a) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 


Accepted  under  subsection  (c)  ol  Section 
7342,  Title  5,  U.S.C. 


Statute  of  Oba  of  Benin.  Reed  Febiuaiy  11,  1980.  Est  Speaker  Ezeoke  of  the  Nigerian  Assembly _  Accepted  under  sutxecton  (c)  of  Section 

Value— Approx.  $200.  Transferred  to  Museum  of  African  7342,  Title  5,  U.S.C. 

Art,  Smithsonian. 

See  Ref  (a) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 


Report  of  Travel  or  Expenses  of  Travel 

Name  and  title  of  recipient  Bnel  description  ol  'tavelw  travel  expenses  occurnng  entirely  of  (ore*n  donor  and  government  Orcumstancee  justtymg  acceptance 


David  F.  Emery,  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress. 

David  F.  Emery _ _ _ 


(a)  Helicopter  travel  from  Peshawar  to  Afghan  refugee  camp  Government  of  Pakistan . . 

to  Khyber  Pass  and  return. 

(b)  One  night’s  lodging  in  Riyadh,  February  5, 1980 . . .  Government  of  Saudi  Arabia _ 


Jack  Hightower,  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress. 

Paul  N.  McCloskey,  Jr.,  Member  of 
Congress. 

Matthew  F.  McHugh,  Member  of 
Congress. 

David  R.  Obey,  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress. 

F.  James  Sensenbrenner,  Jr. 
Member  of  Congress. 

John  R.  Broussard,  Office  of  Rep 
John  Breaux. 

George  Burke,  Office  of  Rep.  D’A- 
mours. 

Jeanne  Campbell,  Office  of  Chief 
Deputy,  Majority  Whip. 

Gary  J.  Caruso,  Office  ol  Rep 
Austin  J.  Murphy 

Janet  Lynn,  Office  of  Rep.  Adam 
Benjamin. 

Edwin  F.  Poweis,  House  Appropri¬ 
ations  Committee 


See  Ref.  (a)  and  (b) . 

See  Ref.  (a)  and  (b) . 


See  Ref.  (a)  and  (b> 


Congressional  Delegation  to  inspect  refu¬ 
gee  camps. 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
rassment  to  donor. 


See  Ref.  (a)  and  (b) . . . . 

Lodging,  surface  transportation,  and  meals  while  in  Israel _  Israel— Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs. 

(c)  Travel  expenses  while  in  Canada,  April  7-12, 1980 . . . Canada— Louise  Bessette . . . 


Invitation  of  Canadian  Dept  (X  External 
Affairs  to  Congressional  Aides. 


See  Ref  (a)  and  (b) 


Report  of  Tangible  Gifts 


Name  and  title  of  reciptent  Gm  d8,e  o!  a*ceptanee-  and  currem  <*sP°sitton  or  0t  foreign  donor  and  government  Circumstances  justifying  acceptance 


General  Lew  Allen,  Jr.,  Chief  of 
Staff,  USAF,  and  Mrs  Aden. 


Lt.  Col.  Harry  W  Glaze,  Chiel, 
Foreign  Military  Sales  Construc¬ 
tion,  AFLC,  Engineering  and 
Services. 

Lt.  Gen.  James  D  Hughes,  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief,  Pacific  Air 
Forces. 

Gen.  Robert  C.  Mathis,  Vice  Chief 
of  Staff.  USAF,  and  Mrs  Mathis 


Lt  Gen.  Jerome  F.  O’Malley, 
Deputy  Chief  ol  Staff/Oper¬ 
ations,  Plarw  and  Readiness, 
USAF 

Col.  R  Marshall  Engelbeck,  Vice 
Commander.  AF  Contract  Man¬ 
agement  Division,  Kirtland  AFB, 


I  Watob,  Men’s  Rolex.  Rec’d  April  6,  1980  Est.  Value —  Hems  1  and  2  presented  by  Maj  6en. 

$6,000.  Babri,  Commander.  Royal  Saudi  AF 

2.  Watch,  Women's  Rolex.  Ree  d  by  Mrs  AHen  April  6,  1980.  . . . .... . . . . . . . . . 

Est.  Value— $3,600. 

3.  Malachite  Ches6  Set.  Rec’d  April  11,  1980  Est.  Value—  3.  Brig.  Gen  Kikunda.  AF  Chief  of  Staff, 

$250.  Zaire 

4  Jewelry  (necklace,  earrings,  bracelet  and  broochj  Rec’d  by  4.  U.  Gen.  Badawi,  Armed  Forces  Chief  of 
Mrs.  Allen  April  2,  1980.  Est.  Value— $175.  Staff,  Egypt 

5.  Onyx  Chess  Set  Ree  d  March  13,  1380  Est  Value— $125....  5.  General  Collares.  Air  Force  Chief  of 

Staff,  Brazil 

6.  Ceremonial  Knife,  encased  in  brocaded  sheath.  Rec’d  6.  Colonel  Kubbaj,  Commander,  Royal  Mo- 

March  31,  1980  Est  Value— $150  roccan  AF 

7  Ceremonial  Knife.  Rec’d  April  6, 1980  Est  Value— $300  .  7.  Commander,  King  Khakd,  Air  Base. 

Saudi  Arabia. 

8.  Large  Brass  Gong  suspended  between  2  huge  ivory  tusks.  8.  Air  Vice  Marshal  Yisa-Doko.  Air  Force 
Rec’d  April  10,  1980  Est.  Value— $2,500.  Chief  of  Staff,  Nigeria. 

Items  1-8  on  official  display  in  Office  of  Chief  of  Staff  or  Quarters  7,  Fort  Myer,  Virginia. 

9  Seiko  Quartz  thin-line  watch.  Rec’d  June  25,  1980.  Est.  9.  Brig.  Gen.  Toaimy.  Director  ol  Logistics 
Value— $155  On  official  display  at  home  of  donee  while  and  May  Mansour.  Royal  Saudi  AF 
attending  Air  War  College,  Maxwell  Air  War  College.  Max¬ 
well  AFB,  AL. 

10.  Teakwood  desk  and  chair  Rec’d  July  19,  1980.  Est.  10.  Commander  in  Chief,  Royal  Thai  Air 
Value— $520  On  official  display  in  quarters  of  donee.  Force. 

II  Brass  and  marble  candelabrum.  Rec’d  September  7,  Hems  11  and  12  presented  by  Gen.  Hetnm, 

1980.  Est  Value— $300.  Chief  of  Staff,  Egyptian  Air  Force. 

12.  Silver  scarab  pendant  and  necklace.  Rec’d  by  Mrs  Math«  _ _ 

Sept  7.  1980  Est  Value— $500. 

13.  Brass  floor  lamp  stand.  Rec’d  October  17,  1980.  Est.  13  A»  Marshall  Lai  Singh  Grewal,  Vice 

Value— $300.  Chief  of  Air  Staff,  Indian  Air  Force. 

Items  11-13  on  official  display  at  Qtrs  63,  Boiling  AFB,  DC 

14  Brass  and  marble  vase  Rec’d  September  7  1980  Est.  14  General  Heftni,  Chief  of  Staff.  Egyptian 
Value— $300  On  official  display  at  Qtrs  65.  Bolling  AFB,  DC.  Mr  Force. 

15.  Rolex  Oyster  Perpetual  Date  stainless  steel  watch.  Rec’d  15.  Colonel  Fahad  bln  Abckitah,  Royal 
July  1980  Est  Value— $800  Transferred  to  Air  Force  Saudi  Air  Force. 

Military  Personnel  Center  for  official  display 


All  items  in  tvs  report  tendered  as  official 
courtesies.  Non-acceptance  wotJd  have 
caused  embarrassment  to  donor  and  US. 
Govt 


AM  Hems  in  this  report  tendered  as  official 
courtesies  Non-acceptance  would  have 
caused  embarrassment  to  donor  and  U  S 
Govt 
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Report  of  Tangible  Gifts— Continued 


Name  and  title  of  recipient 


Gift,  date  of  acceptance,  estimated  value  and  current 
disposition  or  location 


Identity  of  foreign  donor  and  government 


Circumstances  justifying  acceptance 


AGENCY-.  Department  of  the  Army 


Clifford  Alexander,  Secretary  of 
the  Army. 

Clifford  Alexander,  Secretary  of 
the  Army. 

SFC  Roy  F  Hill,  Member,  Air  De¬ 
fense  Requirements  Survey 

Team. 

Col.  James  J.  Keman,  Team  Chief, 
Air  Defense  Requirements 
Survey  Team. 

MAJ  Larry  Lippincott,  Member,  Air 
Defense  Requirements  Survey 
Team. 

James  R.  Pierce,  Member,  Air  De¬ 
fense  Requirements  Survey 

Team. 

LTC  Howard  Ray,  Member,  Air  De¬ 
fense  Requirements  Survey 

Team. 

Jack  F  Ray,  Member,  Air  Defense 
Requirements  Survey  Team. 

Dewey  Sparkman,  Member,  Air 
Defense  Requirements  Survey 
Team. 

CPT  Charles  F  Swanson, 
Member,  Air  Defense  Require¬ 
ments  Survey  Team. 

MAJ  David  R.  Taylor.  Member.  Air 
Defense.  Requirements  Survey 
Team. 

Students  of  U.S.  Army,  Air  De¬ 
fense  School,  Ft.  Bliss,  TX. 

General  John  Vessey,  Vice  Chief 
of  Staff,  U.S.  Army. 


General  John  A.  Wickham,  Jr., 
HQ,  United  Nations  Command. 


Two  elephant  tusks:  one  65"  tusk— 28  lbs.,  one  68"  tusk— 32 
lbs.  Reed  November  1979.  Est.  Value— *448  and  $512. 
respectively.  Retained  for  official  display. 

1  carpet— 11"  x  68".  Reed  May  1978.  Est.  Value— In  excess 
of  $100  (pending  appraisal).  Retained  for  official  display. 

Man's  Rolex  Watch,  Model  #6698,  SN.  Reed  July  1980.  Est. 
Value— $900.  Rm  3S63,  U.S.  Army  Military  Personnel 
Center.  200  Stovall  St.,  Alexandria,  Virginia. 

Man's  Rolex  Watch,  Model  #15051,  SN  5697507  Reed  July 
1980.  Est  Value— $750.  Room  3S63,  U.S.  Army  Military 
Personnel  Center.  200  Stovall  St,  Alexandria,  Virginia. 

Man's  Rolex  watch.  Model  #1500,  SN  5781432.  Rec’d  June 
1980.  Est.  Value— $800.  Room  3S63,  U.S.  Army  Military 
Personnel  Center,  200  Stovall  St,  Alexandria,  Virginia 

Man's  Rolex  watch,  Model  #6694,  SN  5472752.  Rec'd  July 
1980.  Est  Value— $800.  Location  as  above. 


First  Division  of  the  Army  of  Sudan.. 


Identity  of  donor  presently  unknown;  Tehe¬ 
ran,  Iran. 

Brigadier  (Prince)  Shaykh  Sultan  Bln  Zayed 
Al-Nahiyan;  Cdr  in  Chief  of  United  Arab 
Emirates  Armed  Forces,  UAE. 

Col.  Abdulla  AN,  United  Arab  Emirates 
Armed  Forces. 

Brigadier  (Prince)  Shaykh  Sultan  Bin  Zayed 
Al-Nahiyan;  Cdr  in  Chief  of  United  Arab 
Emirates  Armes  Forces,  UAE. 

Same  as  above . ...... 


Refusal  to  accept  gift  would  have  embar¬ 
rassed  donor  and  adversely  affected  for¬ 
eign  relations  of  U.S. 

Refusal  to  accept  gift  would  have  embar¬ 
rassed  donor  and  adversely  affected  for¬ 
eign  relations  of  U.S. 

To  preclude  potential  embarrassment  to 
U.S.  Government  and  government  of 
donor 

To  preclude  potential  embarrassment  to 
U.S.  Government  and  government  of 
donor 

To  preclude  potential  embarrassment  to 
U.S.  Government  and  government  of 
donor 

Same  as  above 


Man's  Rolex  watch.  Model  #1500,  SN  5781524.  Rec'd  July  ......do . . 

1989.  Est.  Value— $800.  Location  as  above. 

Man's  Rolex  watch,  Mode!  #6694,  SN  5458843.  Rec'd  July  ......do - - - - - — 

1980.  Est  Value— $800.  Location  as  above. 

Man's  Rolex  watch.  Model  #6694,  SN  5473167.  Rec'd  July  . .do _ _ _ _ _ 

1980.  Est  Value— $800.  Location  as  above. 

Man's  Rolex  watch,  Model  #1500,  SN  5781464.  Rec'd  June  . do . . . . . 

1980.  Est  Value— $800.  Location  as  above. 

Man's  Rolex  watch,  Model  #1500,  SN  5781580.  Rec'd  June  ......do— . 

1980.  Est.  Value— $800.  Location  as  above. 

Arabian  coffeepot  Rec'd  March  1978.  Est  Value— $380.  Second  Kuwait  Air  Defense  Battery . 

Retained  for  official  display. 

Oriental  painting,  pink  flowers  and  green  leaves  on  white  MG  Chon  Du  Hwan,  on  behalf  of  President 
background,  13”  x  42",  in  dark  stained  wood  frame,  21"  x  of  Republic  of  Korea. 

51".  Rec'd  August  1980.  Est.  Value— Over  $100.  Retained 
for  official  display  in  Ward  7,  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical 
Center.  Washington,  DC. 

Korean  ceremonial  sword.  Rec’d  July  1979.  Est  Value—  Director  General  Cha  Ji  Chul.  Republic  of 
Unknown.  Retained  for  official  display  in  Don  F.  Pratt  Korea,  on  behalf  of  Y.  E.  Park  Chung 
Museum,  Ft  Campbell,  KY.  Hee. 


Report  of  Travel  or  Expenses  of  Travel 


Name  and  title  of  recipient  3r'®,  {tescnPhon  of  tm-reljx  ttmrel^  expenses  occurring  entirely  identity  of  foreign  donor  and  government  Circumstances  justifying  acceptance 


ager,  Saudi  Arabian  Nat'l  Guard 
Modernization. 


Payment  of  hotel  bit)  for  one  night's  lodging . 

. do.  .  .  . . . . . . .. . . 

. do . . . 

Security  Assistance. 

William  L.  Clemons.  Associate  Di-  Same  as  above . . . . . . . . . . .do . . . . . .... 

rector  for  Procurement. 

LTC  Robert  L.  Dupwe,  Ch,  Saudi  . do . . . . . . . . . . . .do . . . . 

Arabia  Oiv.,  Mid-East,  Africa  and 
Americas  Directorate. 

COL  Kenneth  G.  Jensen.  Director,  . do . . . . . . . . .do.... . . . . 

Mid-East,  Africa  and  Americas. 

F  X.  McKenna,  Command  Coun-  . do . „ . . . . . . . . . . . „.,jdo . . . . . 

set  US.  Army  Materiel  Develop¬ 
ment  and  Readiness  Command. 

MG  R.  L.  Schweitzer,  Director  of  Payment  of  hotel  Mis  for  January  29-February  3.  1980.  Government  of  Dominican  Republic.  Gov 
Strategy.  Plans  and  Policy,  Payment  of  hotel  bills  for  February  4-8,  1980.  emment  of  Honduras. 


To  preclude  potential  embarrassment  to 
U.S.  Govt,  and  government  of  donor. 


Same  as  above. 


Strategy,  Plans  and  Policy, 
Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  for  Oper¬ 
ations  and  Plans. 


Report  of  Tangible  Gifts 


Name  and  title  of  recipient 


Gift,  date  of  acceptance,  estimated  value  and  current 
disposition  or  location 


Identity  of  foreign  donor  and  government 


Circumstances  justifying  acceptance 


AGENCY:  CENTRAL  INTELLIGENCE  AGENCY 


Dr  Robert  R.  Bowie  Director,  Hand  tooled  silver  cigarette  box.  Reed  November  1978  (report  Public  t 
NFAC.  received  too  late  for  inclusion  in  last  listing).  Est.  Value- 

Si  1 5.  Held  at  CIA  and  reported  to  GSA  to  disposition. 

Stansfield  Turner,  Director. — .  Amethyst  and  white  gold  four-piece  ensemble:  cuff  links,  tie  . do... 

tac  each  set  with  cabochon  amethyst  and  lavaliere  and 
chain;  one  1981  desk  diary.  Reed  December  16,  1980.  Est. 

Value— $251.  To  be  reported  to  GSA  for  disposition. 

00 . -  Filigree  silver  8-hinged  panel  bracelet;  silver  2-piece  ensem-  . do.. 

ble:  necklace  and  bracelet;  bust  portrait,  wateroolor  on  flax 
paper  with  silver  frame,  15 VI"  x  111  Vi"  Reed  April  1980. 

Est.  Value— $550.  To  be  reported  to  GSA  for  disposition. 

0° . — — * - —  Bronze  relief  plaque,  portrait  bust  of  2  figures  within  aquatic  . do.. 

scene,  framed,  421  Vi"  x  241  Vi";  bronze  plaque,  village 
scene,  15"  x  381  Vi".  Reed  June  1980.  Est.  Value— $225. 

To  be  reported  to  GSA  for  disposition. 

Stansfield  Turner,  Director . — ....  Pair  of  rugs,  4.10  x  2.8;  each  with  ivory  ground,  geometric  Public  I 

shaded  brown  designs.  Reed  February  1980.  Est  Value¬ 
s'  Retained  for  official  display. 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 


Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor 
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Report  of  Tangible  Gifts— Continued 


Name  and  title  oi  recipient  Grtt  date  °'  **  current  Identity  of  foreign  donor  and  government  Circumstances  justifying  acceptance 

Do . . . .  Pair  or  rugs,  4.8  x  2.9;  ivory  ground  with  medallion  field.  Heed 

July  1980.  Est  Value— $175.  Retained  for  official  display. 

Do _ . . . _  Pair  of  carved  Ivory  tusks,  26"  tall,  male  and  female  figures, 

mounted  on  ebonized  wood  plinths.  Reed  June  1980.  Est. 

Value— $850.  To  be  reported  to  QSA  for  disposition. 

Do _ _ _ „ _ _ _ Green  onyx  gilded  brass  mounted  hinged  jewel  box,  contem¬ 

porary,  with  red  velvet  interior,  12"  long.  Reed  February 
1980.  Est.  Value— $200.  To  be  reported  to  GSA  for  disposi¬ 
tion. 

Agency  employee.  - . . .  2'x4'  silk  rug.  Reed  March  1980.  Est  Value— $150  Retained 

for  official  display. 

Agency  employee  . . . .  Lacquer  plate;  silver  cuff  link  set.  Reed  March  1980.  Est 

Value— $175.  To  be  reported  to  GSA  for  disposition. 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Commerce 


Philip  M.  Klutznick,  Secretary  of  Herend  china  tea  set  18  pieces  in  Chinese  Bouquet  pattern.  Peter  Veress,  Minister  of  Foreign  Trade  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  ember 

Commerce.  Reed  May  1980.  Est.  Value— $235.  Reported  to  GSA  and  Hungary.  rassment  to  donor, 

held  at  Commerce. 

Mrs.  Philip  M.  Klutznick,  Wife  of  Amber  necklace,  26",  graduated  stones.  Reed  May  1980.  Est.  Vice  Premier  Jagielski,  Poland _ To  avoid  any  perceived  ingratitude/discour- 

Secretary  of  Commerce.  Value— $200.  Reported  to  GSA  and  held  at  Commerce.  tesy  resulting  through  non-acceptance. 

Philip  M.  Klutznick,  Secretary  of  White  porcelain  vase  with  yellow  flowers  and  gold  trim,  16"  Comet  Burtica.  Deputy  Prime  Minister  Ro-  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 

Commerce.  tall.  Reed  April  1980.  Est.  Value— $200.  Reported  to  GSA  mania.  rassment  to  donor  and  U.S.  Government 

and  held  at  Commerce. 

Hand  embroidered  white-on-white  blouse.  Reed  April  1980.  Same  as  above _ _ _ Same  as  above. 

Est  Value— $75.  Reported  to  GSA  and  held  at  Commerce. 

Hand  embroidered  off-white  tablecloth,  96"  x  72"  with  12  Ugarte  Centurion,  Minister  of  Industry  and  Gift  presented  at  time  of  Donor's  visit  to 
.  napkins.  Reed  July  1980.  Est  Value— $150.  Reported  to  Commerce.  at 

GSA  and  held  at  Commerce. 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Defense 

Harold  Brown,  Secretary  of  De-  Canaanite  bronze  dagger,  1500-1800  B.C.  (in  glass  case).  Minister  of  Defense  of  Israel,  Wetzman -  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 

fense.  Rec’d  February  14,  1979.  Est  Value— Over  $100.  Stored  in  rassment  to  donor. 

Space  Management  and  Services,  and  placed  on  perma¬ 
nent  inventory  for  official  display. 

Ceremonial  saber  encased  in  red  velvet  w/presentation  Minister  of  Defense  of  France,  Hon.  Yvon  Same  as  above, 
plaque.  Rec’d  June  30,  1980.  Est.  Value— Over  $100.  Bourges. 

Stored  in  Space  Management  and  Services,  and  placed  on 
permanent  inventory  for  official  display. 

Mrs.  Harold  Brown,  Wife  of  Secre-  Sterling  silver  necklace,  earrings,  bracelet  and  pin  in  red  Gen.  Mohammed  El-Gamasy,  Deputy  Prime  Same  as  above, 
tary  of  Defense.  velvet  jewelry  box.  Rec’d  June  7, 1978.  Est  Value— $300.  Minister,  Minister  of  War  and  Military  Pro¬ 

duction,  Arab  Republic  of  Egypt 

Sterling  silver  necklace  earrings  and  pin  in  jewelry  box.  Rec’d  Minister  of  Defense,  Kama)  AS  of  Egypt -  Same  as  above. 

October  18,  1978.  Est.  Value— Over  $100.  On  official  dis¬ 
play  in  Pentagon. 

Silver  and  turquoise  scarab  necklace.  Rec’d  February  17,  Same  as  above- . — - - Same  as  above. 

1979.  Est.  Value— Over  $100.  On  official  display  .in  Penta¬ 
gon. 

Robert  W.  Komer,  Under  Secretary  Silver  bowl,  hand  chased  edge,  11"  diameter.  Rac'd  Septem-  Piet  Haryono,  President  Director  of  Perta-  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
of  Defense  for  Policy.  ber  26,  1980.  Reported  to  GSA  following  termination  of  mina,  Indonesia.  rassment  to  donor, 

official  display  in  donee's  office— stored  in  Space  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Services  pending  disposition  by  GSA. 

Gen.  David  C.  Jones,  USAF,  Saudi  Arabian  Assault  Rifle.  Rac'd  October  1980.  Est  Value—  Gen.  Muhammad  al-Hammad,  Chief  of  Joint  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
Chairman,  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff.  Over  $100.  Pending  approval  tor  retention  for  official  display  Staff,  Royal  Saudi  Armed  Forces.  rassment  to  donor  and  U.S  Govt 

in  office  of  donee. 

William  J.  Perry,  Under  Secretary  Replica  of  Korean  gold  crown  in  glass  case  (8  Vi"  x  18"),  Moon  Taik  Shim.  President  Agency  tor  De-  Non-acceptance  would  have  cauaod  ember 
of  Defense  for  Research  and  excavated  from  Chumma  Tomb;  crown  is  24K  goidplated  fense  Development  rassment  to  donor. 

Engineering.  and  decorated  with  numerous  jade  stones.  Rec’d  February 

9,  1978  in  South  Korea.  Est  Value— $400.  On  official 
display  in  office  of  Under  Secretary  of  Defense  for  Re¬ 
search  and  Engineering. 

Ceremonial  dagger  with  belt,  approx.  4"  wide  with  decoration.  King  of  South  Yemen. - - - - Same  as  above. 

Rec'd  October  1979.  Est  Value — Over  $100.  Stored  in 
Space  Management  and  Services  and  placed  on  permanent 
inventory  for  official  display 

Nicholas  Platt  Deputy  Assistant  White  jade  cuff  links  and  tie  tac;  white  jade  necklace  on  black  Gen.  and  Mrs.  Yoon  Ja  Joong,  Chief  at  Seme  as  above. 

Secretary  of  Defense  (East  Asia  cord,  oriental  design,  approx.  2"  in  diameter  Rec'd  June  Staff  ROK  Air  Force.  Korea, 

and  Pacific  Affairs);  office  of  17.  1980.  Reported  to  GSA  and  stored  in  Space  Manage- 

Asst.  Secy  of  Defense  (Inti.  Se-  merit  and  Services  pending  disposition  by  GSA. 
curity  Affairs)  and  Mrs.  Platt. 

,  AGENCY-  Department  of  Energy 

George  Fumich,  Jr.,  Assistant  Sec-  Brass  serving/decorative  tray  Rec'd  December  15,  1980.  Est.  Morocco 
retary  for  Fossil  Energy.  Value— $200.  Being  reported  to  GSA;  temporarily  held  in 

Offioe  of  Administrative  Services. 


AGENCY  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System 

Henry  Watiich,  Board  Member .  One  gold  coin— legal  tender  value  of  100  dinars.  Rec'd  May  Central  Monetary  Authorities  of  the  GuM  Presented  to  donee  in  Manama,  Bahrain  on 

1980.  Est.  Value— $550-5600  Currently  part  of  permanent  States.  occasion  of  his  delivery  of  speech  to 

art  display  program  at  the  Board.  Monetary  Authorities.  Refusal  would  have 

caused  embarrassment  to  U.S. 

AGENCY  Umteo  States  General  Accounting  Office 


Mrs.  John  D.  Heller,  Wife  of  As-  10-Karat  gold  necklace  with  pendant  encircled  with  6  small  Abdul  Aziz  A.  Abo-Hawned,  General  Comp-  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
srstant  Comptroller  General.  diamonds  and  13  small  rubies.  Rec’d  October  20,  1980.  trailer,  Saudi  Arabia.  rassment  and  insult  to  donor 

EsL  Value— $129.90.  Stored  in  Office  of  Security  pending 
disposition  decision  by  GAO  Ethics  Committee. 

Elaine  L  On,  Special  Assistant  to  10-Karat  gold  necklace  with  pendant  encircled  with  6  small  Abdul  Aziz  A  Abo-Haimed,  General  Comp-  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 
Assistant  Comptroller  General.  diamonds  and  13  small  rabies.  Rec'd  October  20,  1980.  trailer,  Saudi  Arabia.  rassment  and  insult  to  donor 

EsL  Value— $129.90  Stored  in  Office  of  Security  pending 
disposition  decision  of  GAO  Ethics  Committee. 


_ Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  or  otherwise  adversely  affect 
the  foreign  relations  of  the  U.S. 


dO  DO. 

-do . Da 

..do. _  Do. 
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Report  of  Travel  or  Expenses  of  Travel 

Name  and  title  of  recipient 

Brief  description  ot  travel  or  travel  expenses  occurring  entirely 
outside  United  States 

Identity  ol  foreign  donor  and  government 

Circumstances  justifying  acceptance 

Wilbert  H.  Amman,  Operations  Re¬ 
search  Analyst 

Mr  and  Mrs.  Wilbert  H.  Amman . 

Airline  Ticket  Washington/Patras,  Greece  and  return . . 

Subsistence  and  incidental  expenses,  refreshments  and  bus 
tour. 

Ravi  Kapil,  Principal  Administrator,  Organi¬ 
zation  for  Economic  Co-operation  and 
Development 

Ravi  Kapil,  Princtpal  Administrator,  Organi¬ 
zation  for  Economic  Co-operation  and 
Development, 

Mr.  Amman  was  invited  to  present  a  paper 
on  a  health  information  system  which  he 
developed  for  GAO,  and  chair  the  fifth 
session  of  the  OECO  meeting.  The  GAO 

Ethics  Committee  determined  that  Mr 

Amman's  participation  would  facilitate  the, 
work  of  GAO  and,  therefore,  acceptance 
of  the  gift  was  appropriate. 

Report  of  Tangible  Gifts 

Name  and  title  of  recipient 

Gift  date  of  acceptance,  est  value  and  current  disposition  or 
location 

Identity  of  foreign  donor  and  government 

Circumstances  justifying  acceptance 

Ann  Z.  Caracristi,  Deputy  Director... 

Senior  NSA  Official _ _ _ 

.  (a)  Pottery.  Rec'd  April  21,  1980.  Est  Value— Over  $100.  Held 
in  secure  area  pending  DOD  decision  on  disposition. 

.  See  Ref.  (a) . . . 

Senior  Official  of  Foreign  Government . 

. do . . .  .  . 

.  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  donor, 
do. 

NSA. 

Senior  NSA  Officials  (81 . 

Report  of  Travel  or  Expenses  of  Travel 

Name  and  title  of  recipient 

Brief  description  ol  travel  or  travel  expenses  occurring  entirely 
outside  United  States 

Identity  of  foreign  donor  and  government 

Circumstances  justifying  acceptance 

AGENCY:  National  Transportation  Safety  Board 

- 

James  B.  King,  Chairman . 

via  Quantas  Airlines. 

to  be  their  guest  and  keynote  speaker  at 

Seminar  on  Transport  of  Dangerous 

Good,  January  1980. 

Report  of  Tangible  Gifts 

Name  and  title  ol  recipient 

Gift  date  ol  acceptance,  est.  value  and  current  disposition  or 
location 

Identity  of  foreign  donor  and  government 

Circumstances  justifying  acceptance 

AGENCY:  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

LCDR  Eric  R.  Goeppert,  CEC,  Rolex  Oyster  Perpetual  Date  Jusl  wristwatch  with  Saudi  crest  U.  A.  Namlah,  Royal  Saudi  Naval  Forces .  Refusual  would  have  caused  embarrass- 

USN,  Director  of  Public  Works,  on  watch  face,  gold  numerals,  and  sweeps.  Rec'd  February  ment  to  donor. 

Operations  and  Maintenance/  27,  1980.  Est.  Value— Approx.  $800.  Located  In  OP-09B33 
Program  Management  Techni-  awaiting  instructions  from  GSA. 

cal.  Assistance  Field  Team,  _ 

Saudi  Naval  Expansion  Program, 

Jubail,  Saudi  Arabia. 

RADM  Edward  F.  Welch,  Jr.,  USN,  Series  of  books  entitled  “The  Maritime  History  of  Peru.”  RADM  Federico  Salmon  de  la  Jara,  Peruvr-  Refusual  would  have  caused  embarrass- 
President  Naval  War  College,  Rec'd  October  1980.  Est  Value— Approx.  $300.  On  official  an  Navy,  President  of  Peruvian  Institute  ment  to  donor. 

Newport,  Rhode  Island.  display  in  Naval  War  College  Library.  for  Historic/Maritime  Studies. 

Dennis  M.  Detehanty.  Inti.  Postal  18K  gold  key  chain  and  charm.  Rec'd  October  1979.  Est.  Adwaldo  Cardoso  Botto  de  Barros,  PresL  Non-acceptance  would  have  been  discour- 
Affairs  Associate,  Inti.  Postal  Af-  Value— $160  Held  at  Postal  Service  Hdqtrs.  pending  dispo-  dent,  Brazilian  Enterprise  of  Posts  and  teous. 


fairs  Dept  sition.  Telegraphs. 

Sanders  Fowler,  Ml,  Inti.  Postal  Af-  18K  gold  key  chain  and  charm;  18K  gold  neck  chain  and  Same  as  above . - .  Same  as  above. 

fairs  Specialist,  Senior,  Inti,  pendant.  Rec'd  October  1979.  Est.  Value— Chain  $160, 

Postal  Affairs  Department  Pendant  $175.  Held  at  Postal  Service  Hdqtrs.  pending 

disposition 

Anthony  L  Gallo,  Manager,  Inti.  18K  gold  key  chain  and  charm;  18K  gold  neck  chain  and  Same  as  above . Same  as  above 

Mail  Processing  Branch,  Office  pendant  Rec'd  October  1979.  Est.  Value— Chain  $160, 

of  Transportation  Services,  Mail  Pendant  $175.  Held  at  Postal  Service  Hdqtrs.  pending 

Processing  Dept.  disposition. 

Irma  Harrison,  International  Postal  18K  gold  neck  chain  and  pendant.  Rec'd  October  1979.  Est.  Same  as  above . . .  Same  as  above 

Affairs,  Affairs  Specialist  Senior,  Value— $175.  Held  at  Postal  Service  Hdqtrs.  pending  dispo- 

Intl.  Postal  Affairs  Dept.  sition. 

Gregory  W.  McDonnell,  Senior  18K  gold  key  chain  and  charm;  18K  gold  neck  chain  and  Same  as  above .  Same  as  above. 

Traffic  Mgr  — Inti.  Office  of  pendant.  Rec'd  October  1979.  Est.  Value— Chain  $160, 

Transportation  Services,  Mail  Pendant  $175.  Held  at  Postal  Service  Hdqtrs.  pending 


Processing  Dept.  disposition. 

James  E.  Orlando,  Director,  Office  18K  gold  key  chain  and  charm;  18K  gold  neck  chain  and  Adwaldo  Cardoso  Botto  de  Barros,  Presi-  Non-acceptance  would  have  been  discour 
of  Transportation  Services,  Mail  pendant  Rec'd  October  1979.  Est.  Value — Chain  $160,  dent,  Brazilian  Enterprise  of  Posts  and  teous. 

Processing  Dept  Pendant  $175.  Held  at  Postal  Service  Hdqtrs.  pending  Telegraphs, 

disposition. 

Judith  H.  Smith,  Inti.  Postal  Affairs  18K  gold  neck  chain  and  pendant.  Rec’d  October  1979.  Est  Same  as  above . . .  Same  as  above. 

Specialist  Inti.  Postal  Affairs  Value— $175.  Held  al  Postal  Service  Hdqtrs.  pending  dispo- 

Dept.  sition. 

Peter  Van  Demoot,  Program  Man-  18K  gold  key  chain  and  charm;  18K  gold  neck  chain  and  Same  as  above .  Same  as  above. 

ager.  Inti.  Postal  Affairs  Dept  pendant.  Rec'd  October  1979.  Est  Value— Chain  $160, 

Pendant  $175.  Held  at  Postal  Service  Hdqtrs.  pending 
disposition. 


Report  ot  Travel  or  Expenses  of  Travel 

Name  and  title  of  recipient  Oescnptioo  ot  United ^ Ijtates*8  0CCUIT'n®  entire,y  Identity  ot  foreign  donor  and  government  Circumstances  justifying  acceptance 


AGENCY  Department  of  State 


Kart  S.  Beck.  Director,  Office  of  Hotel  bill,  meals  and  misc.  expenses  provided  by  host  Govt.  Govt  ol  Sudan . Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar- 

African  and  Latin  American  Pro-  for  official  participation  in  Govt,  of  Sudan  refugee  confer-  rassment  to  host  Govt,  which  provided  all 

yams.  Bureau  of  Refugee  Pro-  once  in  Khartoum.  delegates  same  hospitality. 

grams. 
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Report  of  Tangible  Gifts 


Name  and  title  of  recipient 


Gift,  date  of  acceptance,  estimated  value  and  ourrent 
cRsposition  or  location 


Identity  of  foreign  donor  and  government 


Circumstances  testifying  acceptance 


Donald  C  Bergus,  U.S  Ambassa¬ 
dor  to  Sudan. 

William  G.  Bowdter.  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Inter-American  Affairs. 

Robert  Brand,  Office  of  Security, 
Boston  Field  Office. 

Thomas  W  Chace.  Special  Agent. 
Office  of  Security. 


William  M.  Chomyak,  Special 
Agent,  Office  of  Security,  Phila¬ 
delphia  Field  Office. 

Warren  Christopher,  Deputy  Secre¬ 
tary. 


Arthur  W  Hummel,  Jr.,  U.S.  Am¬ 
bassador  to  Pakistan. 


Thomas  P.  Jack,  Office  of  Secu¬ 
rity,  New  York  Field  Office 


Samuel  W.  Lewis,  U.S.  Ambassa¬ 
dor  to  Israel. 

Ambassador  Donald  F.  McHenry, 
U.S.  Representative  to  the 
United  Nations. 

Richard  M.  Moose,  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  African  Affairs. 


Edmund  S.  Muskie.  Secretary  of 
State. 


Edmund  S.  Muskie,  Secretary  ot 
State. 


Edmund  S.  Muskie,  Secretary  of 
State. 


William  H.  O'Rourke,  Jr..  American 
Embassy,  Bangkok. 

William  H  O'Rourke.  Jr.,  American 
Embassy  Bangkok. 


Henry  E.  Pichocki,  Office  of  Secu¬ 
rity,  Philadelphia  Field  Office. 

Rozanne  L.  Ridgway,  U.S.  Ambas¬ 
sador  to  Finland. 

Mabel  M  Smythe,  U.S.  Ambassa¬ 
dor  to  Cameroon. 

Mabel  M.  Smythe,  U.S.  Ambassa¬ 
dor  to  Cameroon. 

James  Thom,  Special  Agent, 
Office  of  Security. 


Abelardo  L.  Valdez.  Chief  of  Proto¬ 
col. 


Carved  ivory  vase  mounted  on  black  wood.  Reed  April  1, 
1980.  Est.  Value— $600  Approved  for  official  display  in 
office  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  Stale  for  African  Affairs. 

Commemorative  gold  coin.  Reed  July  19,  1980.  Est  Value— 
$450.  Reported  to  GSA  and  stored  In  Office  at  Protocol 
pending  disposition  by  GSA. 

Moroccan  rug,  approx.  1C  x  6',  red  and  blue.  Reed  August 
26,  1980.  Est  Value— $200  Retained  lor  official  use  in 
Office  of  Protocol. 

Wool  rug,  geometric  design,  salmon  and  blue  predominant 
colors — approx,  1C  x  6’.  Reed  August  28,  1980.  Est 
Value— $300  Stored  in  Office  of  Protocol  pending  dispositin 
by  GSA. 

Rug,  geometric  red  and  blue  design,  approx  1C  x  6\  Reed 
September  to,  1980  Est  Value — $300.  Retained  lor  official 
use  in  Dept,  of  State  (Room  7246). 

Rug,  approx.  B'  x  5'.  multicolor  blues,  fight  greens,  border  with 
dark  brown  on  beige  background.  Reed  February  1980  Est. 
Value— SI, 000-$1, 500.  Approved  tor  official  use  In  office  of 
Donee. 

Chased  silver  tray,  15"  diameter,  with  foliate  design  in  center 
and  pierced  foliate  border,  inscribed.  Reed  February  3, 
1980.  Est  Value— $900.  Reported  to  GSA  and  stored  in 
Office  ot  Protocol  pending  disposition  by  GSA. 

Favre-Leuba  (Geneva)  watch  with  crest  of  Jordan— No.  1001 
42  006,  black  alligator  strap,  stainless  case— Roman  numer¬ 
als.  Reed  June  2,  1980.  Est.  Value— $150.  Reported  to 
GSA  and  stored  In  Office  of  Protocol  pending  disposition  by 
GSA. 

Antique  clay  pot  tan,  approx.  1C  high.  Inscribed  in  ink.  Reed 
Xmas  1979;  reported  1980.  Est.  Value— $400.  Approved  tor 
public  display  at  Embassy  Residence. 

Gold  commemorative  medal  for  1st  Anniv.  of  Nicaraguan 
Revolution— 18  grams  fine  gold.  Reed  July  19,  1980.  Est. 
Value— $400.  Reported  to  GSA  and  stored  in  Office  ot 
Protocol  pending  disposition  by  GSA. 

2  ivory  elephant  tusks,  unworked,  mounted  on  wooden  pedes¬ 
tals,  approx.  40"  long,  about  30  lbs.  each.  Reed  October  1, 
1980.  Est.  Value— $1,500.  Approved  for  official  display  in 
office  of  Donee. 

Wool  rug,  Balouch  design,  predominantly  red  and  maroon, 
approx.  4’  x  5  .5".  Reed  October  7,  1980.  Est.  Value— $750. 
Retained  tor  official  use  in  office  of  Donee. 

Carved  elephant  tusk— approx.  30"  long.  Reed  November  7, 
1980.  Est.  Value— $300.  Stored  in  Office  of  Protocol  pend¬ 
ing  disposition  by  GSA. 

Sterling  silver  cigarette  box  approx.  7  V  x  5V4"  with  crest 
and  signature  of  donor.  Reed  June  16,  1980.  Est  Value- 
Si  50.  Reported  to  GSA  and  stored  in  Office  of  Protocol 
pending  disposition  by  GSA. 

Leather  desk  set— gold  tooled,  6  pieces.  Reed  August  26. 
1980.  Est.  Value— $150.  Reported  to  GSA  and  stored  in 
Office  of  Protocol  pending  disposition  by  GSA. 

Clothing;  gold  embroidered  black  cape;  Kaftan,  eggshell  color 
with  pink  embroidery  and  pink  slip;  black  evening  purse, 
gold  embroidery.  Reed  August  26,  1980.  Est. 'Value— $175. 
Reported  to  GSA  and  stored  in  Office  of  Protocol  pending 
disposition  by  GSA. 

Red  and  blue  rug,  approx.  10’x6'.  Recd^ugust  26,  1980.  Est. 
Value— $150.  Retained  tor  official  use  in  Office  of  Protocol 

Painting— scene  ot  old  Turku.  Reed  February  14,  1980.  Est. 
Value — Over  $100.  Approved  for  official  use  at  American 
Embassy,  Helsinki. 

Carved  elephant  tusk,  approximately  30'  long  Reed  February 
17,  1960.  Est.  Value—$500.  Approved  for  official  display  at 
Embassy. 

Pendant,  bracelet  and  ring  in  gold  filigree  setting.  Reed 
February  21,  1980.  Est.  Value— $500.  Reported  to  GSA  and 
stored  in  office  of  Protocol  pending  disposition  by  GSA. 

Rug,  approx.  10x6',  geometric  red  and  blue  design.  Reed 
September  10,  1980  Est.  Value— $300.  Transferred  for 
official  use  in  office  of  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Man¬ 
agement. 

Two  large  bean  bags,  multicolor  green,  red  and  gray  suede 
with  Presidential  seal  ot  donor.  Reed  October  9,  1980.  Est. 
Value— $200.  Reported  to  GSA  and  stored  in  Office  of 
Protocol  pending  disposition  by  GSA. 


President  Gafaar  Nkneiri  ot  Sudan...., _ 

Government  ot  Nicaragua  — . . 

Abdeslem  Jatdt.  Consul  General  ot  Morocco 
at  New  York. 

Same  as  above . - . — . . . . . 


Presented  as  farewell  gift  to  donee  upon 
departure  from  post. 

Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 
rassment  to  Nicaraguan  Government 

Delivered  to  residence  of  donee  2  months 
after  completion  of  security  detail 

Delivered  to  donee  following  termination  of 
security  detail. 


Same  as  above . Delivered  to  donee  following  termination  ol 

security  detail. 

General  Zia-ul-Haq,  President  of  Pakistan .  Rejection  would  have  caused  embarrass¬ 

ment  to  donor. 


President  Zia-ul-Haq,  Pakistan..  .  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 

rassment  to  donor  and  to  U.S.  Govt 


General  Bin  Shakir,  Defense  Minister  of  Donee  tried  to  decline  acceptance— without 
Jordan.  success. 


Mr.  and  Mrs.  Moshe  Dyaa  Member  of  Is¬ 
raeli  Knesset 

Nicaraguan  Government . . 

President  Eyedema,  Republic  of  Togo . 

General  Zia-ul-haq,  President  ot  Pakistan  .... 

President  Shagari.  Nigeria . . . . 

King  Hussein  I,  Jordan . . 


Received  as  Xmas  gift— donors  close  per¬ 
sonal  friends. 

Non-acceptance  would  have  been  detrimen¬ 
tal  to  U.S.-Nicaraguan  relations 


Refusal  would  have  caused  embarrassment 
to  donor  and  to  U.S.  Government. 


Refusal  would  have  caused  embarrassment 
to  donor  and  to  U.S  Government 

...  Same  as  above 


Same  as  above 


HRH  Prince  Moulay  Abdallah,  Brother  of 
King  of  Morocco. 

HRH  Prince  Moulay  Abdallah.  Brother  ot 
King  of  Morocco. 


Gift  left  tor  recipient  following  his  departure 
to  overseas  post 

Gift  was  left  tor  recipient  following  his  de¬ 
parture  to  overseas  post 


Mi  Abdesiam  Jaidi,  Consul  General  ot  Mo-  Gift  delivered  to  Donee's  residence  two 
rocco  at  New  York.  months  after  security  detail. 

Mr.  vaino  Leino,  Mayor,  City  of  Turku,  Fin-  Presented  to  donee  at  farewell  reception 
land 

Ahmadou  Ahtdjo,  President  of  Cameroon .  Presented  as  farewell  grit  upon  departure  of 

donee  from  post. 

Same  as  above . . . .  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  of¬ 

fense  to  donor  and  to  U  S  Government 

Abdesiam  Jaidi,  Consul  General  ol  Morocco  Delivered  to  residence  ot  donee  over  2 
at  New  York.  months  following  security  detail 


President  Sahgari,  Nigeria .  Non-acceptance  would  have  caused  embar¬ 

rassment  to  donor  and  to  U.S  Govern¬ 
ment. 
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Petitions  for  Exemptions— Continued 

Docket  No. 

Petitioner 

Regulations  affected 

Description  of  relief  sought 

21305...- . .  Balloon  Federation  of  America . .  14  CFR  §§61.3  and  91.27 _ _ _ _ _  To  permit  foreign  airmen  and  foreign-registered  balloons  to  compete  m  the 

Fifth  World  Hot  Air  Balloon  Championship  without  complying  with  the 
pilot  certification  and  airworthiness  requirements  of  those  sections. 

21289 . National  Soaring  Foundation  &  Hobbs  Soaring  14  CFR  §§61.93  and  91.27.. _ _ _ _ _ To  allow  foreign  glider  pilots  and  foreign-built  gliders  to  participate  in  the 

Society.  12th  National  Standard  Class  Soaring  Championships  without  complying 

with  the  airmen  and  airworthiness  certification  requirements. 

19826 . . . LoneStar  Helicopters,  Inc . — _ _ - .  14  CFR  §  135.261(b)...™ _ _ _ _  To  permit  petitioner  and  its  pilots  to  provide  emergency  helicopter  opera¬ 

tive  service  without  complying  with  the  10-hour  pilot  crew-rest  require¬ 
ments  but  subject  to  certain  conditions. 

21403 _ _ —  V.A.  Deverian  Airways ....... . . . . . .  14  CFR  §13S.89(bX3) . . . - _ .........  To  allow  relief  from  the  supplemental  oxygen  mask  use  requirements. 

21381 _ Tennessee  Airways . . - _ _  14  CFR  §135.297 _ To  allow  10  pilots  in  command  to  conduct  Part  135  operations  without 

satisfactorily  demonstrating  a  nori-directional  beacon  (ND8)  approach 
during  the  sixth-calendar  month  instrument  proficiency  check. 

20781 _ _  World  Airways,  Inc . .  14  CFR  §121.291 _ _ _ To  permit  petitioner  to  introduce  its  B-747-200C  airplane  into  passenger¬ 

carrying  operations  with  a  535-passenger  seat  configuration  without  first 
conducting  a  full-seating  capacity  emergency  evacuation  demonstration. 

21378 .  AeroVkonment,  Inc .  14  CFR  §91.32 _ _ _ _ To  allow  operation  of  a  Solar  Challenger  aircraft  without  supplemental 

oxygen  tor:  (1)  that  part  of  the  flight  above  12,500  feet  and  up  to  and 
including  14,000  feet  cabin  pressure  altitude  for  that  part  of  the  flight  at 
those  altitudes  that  is  of  more  than  30  minutes  duration;  and  (2)  the 
entire  part  of  the  flight  above  14,000  feet  cabin  pressure  altitude. 


Dispositions  of  Petitions  for  Exemptions 

Docket  No. 

Petitioner 

Regulations  affected 

Description  of  relief  sought — disposition 

20774 . .  JETFLIGHT . . . . . . . . . . .  14  CFR  §  135.89(b)(3) _ _ _ — _  To  permit  operation  of  petitioner's  Learjet  Model  250  aircraft  up  to  and 

including  FL  410  without  requiring  one  pitot  to  wear  and  use  an  oxygen 
mask  at  all  times  above  FL  350.  Granted  3/10/81. 

13416 . . . .  Sierra  Academy  of  Aeronautics .  14  CFR  §  63.39(b)(2) - - — . . — ..  To  permit  flight  engineer  applicants  to  take  the  practical  test  required  m  an 

appropirate  simulator.  Granted  3/9/81. 

20252- . Air  Haiti,  S.A . . - _  14  CFR  portion  of  Parts  21  and  91 _ - _ _  To  amend  Exemption  No.  2953  to  add  B-707  aircraft  N5786TW  and  to 

extend  the  exemption  for  a  12-month  period  The  present  exemption 
allows  the  petitioner  to  operate  leased  U.S.-registered  B-707-331C 
freighter  aircraft  N15711  using  the  FAA-approved  master  minimum  equip¬ 
ment  fist  and  to  maintain  the  aircraft  under  Trans  World  Airlines' 
continuous  airworthiness  maintenance  program.  Granted  3/11/81. 

21096 . . Golden  Gate  Airlines. . 14  CFR  §21.197 _ ................ To  allow  issuance  of  a  continuing  ferry  authorization  for  maintenance 

purposes.  Granted  3/11/81. 

21256 . .  Mr.  Gordon  D.  Lmgfe — - -  14  CFR  §65.91(c)(1)  and  (2) - To  allow  the  petitioner  to  become  elkpble  tor  an  Inspection  Authorization 

without  fully  complying  with  the  specified  requirements.  Denied  3/11/81. 

20495 .  Midwest  Piper  Flight .  14  CFR  §  135.261(b) _ To  allow  Midwest  Piper  pitots,  conducting  helicopter  emergency  flights  in 

conjunction  with  Wesley  Medical  Center,  to  have  two  rest  periods  of  4 
hours  duration  instead  of  10  hours  in  24  consecutive  hows.  An  exemp¬ 
tion  was  granted  3/12/81  which  requires  that  8  consecutive  hours  of 
rest  be  provided. 


21063 .  Denver  Jet,  Inc — . 14  CFR  §  135.243(a) _ To  allow  Mr.  Lessing  to  serve  as  pilot  in  command  tor  Denver  Jet  without 

holding  an  airline  transport  pitot  certificate.  Mr.  Lessing  has  not  reached 
his  23rd  birthday.  Denied  3/12/81. 

21374 . .  Wien  Air  Alaska,  Inc . . . 14  CFR  §  121.291(a)(1) _ To  allow  introduction  of  Boeing  737-200  aircraft  into  passanger/cargo 

service  using  one-two-paHet/74-passenger,  three-paltet/56-passenger. 
four-pallet/34  passenger,  five-pallet/ 26-passenger,  and  six-pafiet/8-pas- 
senger.  configuration  without  first  conducting  a  full-seating  capacity 
emergency  evacuation  demonstration.  Granted  3/12/81. 

21070 .  Mr.  Charles  Brian  Meltor - -  14  CFR  §61. 1 29(bH3)<iM) _ _ To  allow  petitioner  to  obtain  a  commercial  pitot's  certificate  without 

complying  with  the  cross-country  flight  requirements.  Withdrawn  3/6/81. 


(FR  Doc.  81-8810  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


Effective  Period  of  Temporary  Airman 
Certificates 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

action:  Notice  of  extension  of  the 
effective  period  of  temporary  airman 
certificates. 


summary:  This  notice  announces  the 
extension  of  the  effective  period  from 
120  to  180  days  for  temporary  airman 
certificates.  These  certificates  are  issued 
to  applicants  for  certificates  and  ratings 
pending  FAA  review  of  their 
applications  and  supplementary 
documents,  and  the  issue  of  the 
certificate  and  rating  applied  for.  This 
extension  is  necessary  because 


administrative  workload  has 
temporarily  prevented  the  timely 
issuance  of  some  permanent  certificates. 
It  is  intended  to  relieve  applicants  of  the 
burden  of  possibly  having  to  obtain  a 
second  temporary  certificate. 
date:  This  extension  is  effective 
immediately. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joseph  Brennan,  Aeronautical  Center 
Counsel  (AAC-7),  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Aeronautical  Center, 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  73125, 
Telephone:  (405)  686-2296. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Sections 
61.17,  63.13,  and  65.13  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  state  that  a 
temporary  airman  certificate  or  rating, 
effective  for  a  period  of  not  more  than 


120  days,  is  issued  to  a  qualified 
applicant  pending  a  review  of  his  or  her 
application  and  the  issuance  of  a 
permanent  certificate,  or  rating. 

Due  to  a  workload  situation  in  the 
Airmen  Certification  Branch,  Airmen 
and  Aircraft  Registry,  the  permanent 
certificates  cannot  be  issued  within  120 
days  of  the  issuance  of  the  temporary 
airman  certificates  in  all  cases. 
Consequently,  a  substantial  number  of 
the  holders  of  temporary  certificates 
come  in  to  the  appropriate  Flight 
Standards  Office  and  obtain  a  new 
temporary  certificate.  This  is  an  undue 
burden  on  the  concerned  airmen. 

It  is  anticipated  that  with  the 
acquisition  in  April  1981  of  direct  access 
from  terminals  in  the  Airmen 
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Certification  Branch  to  the  computers 
printing  the  permanent  certificates,  the 
present  backlog  can  be  reduced  and  the 
120-day  deadline  met  later  in  the 
calendar  year  1981.  In  the  meantime,  to 
relieve  the  burden  on  those  receiving 
temporary  airman  certificates  the  FAA 
is  extending  the  effective  period  of  these 
temporary  certificates  to  180  days. 
Instructions  are  being  issued  to  all 
persons  authorized  to  issue  temporary 
airman  certificates,  directing  them  to 
amend  all  temporary  certificates  issued 
between  the  date  of  this  notice  and  June 
30, 1981,  by  a  pen  and  ink  change,  so 
that  the  effective  period  of  the 
certificate  is  180  days. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  March  18, 
1981. 

Bernard  A.  Geier, 

Chief  General  Aviation  and  Commercial 
Division,  Office  of  Flight  Operations. 

(F'R  Doc.  81-9127  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am| 
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National  Aviation  Standard;  Proposed 
Standard  for  the  Very  High  Frequency 
Omnidirectional  Radio  Range  (VOR), 
Distance  Measuring  Equipment  (DME) 
and  Tactical  Air  Navigation  (TACAN) 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  National 
Standard. 


summary:  This  proposed  National 
Standard  is  an  update/modification  of 
the  existing  National  Standard  Advisory 
Circular  (AC)-00-31,  dated  6/10/70, 
entitled:  "U.S.  National  Aviation 
Standard  for  the  VORTAC  System.” 

This  proposed  National  Standard 
describes  the  technical  aspects  of  the 
Very  High  Frequency  Omnidirectional 
Radio  Range  (VOR),  Distance  Measuring 
Equipment  (DME),  and  Tactical  Air 
Navigation  (TACAN)  systems  used  for 
navigation  within  the  U.S.  borders  in 
regard  to  their  operational  capabilities. 
These  systems  are  the  primary  en  route 
navigational  aids  of  the  National 
Airspace  System.  This  proposed 
National  Standard  does  not  describe  the 
maintenance  of  these  facilities  but  only 
describes  what  signals  and  coverage 
can  be  expected  from  the  VOR/DMF./ 
TACAN  system,  the  expected  signals 
and  coverage  figures  have  been  changed 
from  the  existing  Advisory  Circular  but 
only  in  the  context  of  upgrading  this 
proposed  National  Standard  to  describe 
the  VOR/DME/TACAN  systems  as 
operating  presently.  No  change  in 
performance  should  be  expected  by 
current  users  of  these  systems. 


DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  May  29, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposed  National  Standard  in  duplicate 
to: 

Director,  Systems  Research  and 
Development  Service,  ARD-1,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Department 
of  Transportation,  400  7th  Street,  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20591 
OR  deliver  comments  in  duplicate  to: 
Director,  Systems  Research  and 
Development  Service,  Room  7208,  400 
7th  Street,  SW,  Washington,  D.C. 

20591 

All  comments  submitted  will  be  made 
available  for  examination  thru:  ard-10, 
Room  7210,  400  7th  Street,  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  weekdays,  except 
Federal  holidays,  between  7:30  am  and  4 
pm. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Frank  Bassett,  ARD-310,  Navigation  and 
Landing  Division,  Navigation  Systems 
Branch,  Room  7305,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  400  7th  Street,  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20591:  telephone  (202) 
426-8596. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  such  written  data  and  comments 
of  the  proposed  U.S.  National  Aviation 
Standard  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
notice. 

History 

The  “Proposed  United  States  (U.S.) 
National  Aviation  Standard  for  the  Very 
High  Frequency  Omnidirectional  Radio 
Range  (VOR)/Distance  Measuring 
Equipment  (DME)/Tactical  Air 
Navigation  (TACAN)”  is  a  revision  of 
the  previously  issued  Advisory  Circular, 
AC-00-31,  dated  6/10/70.  and” the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA) 
Order,  1010.55,  dated  6/1/70.  This 
proposed  standard  contains  changes 
which  fall  into  three  major  areas: 

1.  Formats.  This  standard  has  been 
changed  to  conform  with  current 
Department  of  Transportation  (DOT)/ 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
standards  of  Advisory  Circulars  and 
Orders. 

2.  Conformance  with  existing/future 
equipment.  This  standard  has  been 
revised  to  reflect  present  operational 
characteristics  of  the  VOR/DME/ 
TACAN  systems  and  the  expected 
performance  of  the  Second  Generation 
VORTAC  and  solid  state  equipment 
procurements. 

3.  Editorial.  Several  Appendices  have 


been  added  to  help  clarify  areas  which 
were  confusing  in  the  previous 
publications. 

Definition  of  U.S.  National  Standard 

U.S.  National  Aviation  Standards  are 
system  standards  embodying 
descriptions  of  system  characteristics. 
They  are  issued  by  the  Administrator  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  in 
accordance  with  Section  312(c)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1353(c)). 
They  describe  the  performance 
characteristics  (the  technical 
parameters,  tolerances  and  techniques) 
of  major  elements  of  the  system  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  assure  proper 
operation  and  interface  compatibility 
among  elements  of  the  National 
Airspace  System  (NAS).  U.S.  National 
Aviation  Standards  generally  are  limited 
to  cooperative  air-to-ground  subsystems 
involving  government  owned  ground 
equipment  and  private  airborne 
equipment.  They  are  not  equipment 
specifications  or  standards  pertaining  to 
planning,  programming,  siting, 
installation,  availability,  reliability,  or 
maintainability. 

Relationship  of  U.S.  National  Aviation 
Standards  to  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations 

U.S.  National  Aviation  Standards 
issued  by  the  Administrator  in  agency 
orders  are  binding  only  on  FAA 
organizational  elements.  They  establish 
the  technical  basis  and  description  of 
the  NAS  and  component  subsystems.  A 
National  Aviation  Standard  is  not  a 
standard  of  general  or  particular 
applicability  designed  to  implement  or 
prescribe  law  or  policy.  It  does  not  fall 
within  the  definition  of  “rule”  contained 
in  the  Administrative  Procedures  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  551).  There  is  no  requirement  that 
a  National  Aviation  Standard  be 
published  as  a  notice  bf  proposed  rule 
making  in  the  Federal  Register. 

However,  U.S.  National  Aviation 
Standards  may  serve  as  the  basis  for 
subsequent  rule  making  actions. 
Accordingly,  because  of  the  relationship 
between  the  Standards  and  possible 
subsequent  regulatory  actions,  FAA 
publishes  such  Standards  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  solicits  public  comment 
prior  to  their  approval  by  the 
Administrator. 

The  Proposed  Standard 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  adopt  the 
following  VOR/DME/TACAN  Standard. 
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Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  March  16. 
1981. 

Robert  W.  Wedan, 

Director,  Systems  Research  and  Development 
Service,  Office  of  Engineering  and 
Development,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Department  of 
Transportation. 

United  States  (U.S.)  National  Aviation 
Standard  for  the  Very  High  Frequency 
Omnidirectional  Radio  Range  (VOR)/ 
Distance  Measuring  Equipment  (DME )/ 
Tactical  Air  Navigation  (TACAN) 
Systems 

Foreward 

Very  High  Frequency  Omnidirectional 
Radio  Range  (VOR)/Distance  Measuring 
Equipment  (DME)/Tactical  Air 
Navigation  (TACAN)  is  the  primary 
short  distance  navigational  aid  used  in 
the  National  Airspace  System  (NAS)  of 
air  navigation  and  traffic  control. 
Achievement  of  navigation  system 
performance  requires  the  definition  of 
system  functional  and  performance 
characteristics.  The  purpose  of 
publishing  a  National  Standard  is  to 
describe  how  the  system  is  operated 
and  how  the  different  elements  fit 
together.  It  should  be  noted  that 
although  the  terms  of  measurement 
reference  have  been  changed  from 
Order  1010.55  dated  6/1/70  to  allow 
standardization,  the  effect  on 
component  and  system  performance  is 
minimal. 

It  should  be  recognized  that  the 
frequency  band  used  by  the  systems 
described  in  this  standard  have  been 
exclusively  allocated  for  aviation 
navigation.  Due  to  the  limited 
availability  of  frequencies,  these  bands 
will  be  increasingly  utilized  by  common 
equipment  and  other  systems.  For  this 
reason,  designers,  manufacturers  and 
operators  of  VOR/DME/TACAN 
equipment  should  be  especially 
conscious  of  those  paragraphs  in  the 
standard  which  impact  on  spectrum 
utilization.  This  is  necessary  to  avoid 
present  and  future  electromagnetic 
interference  not  only  between  common 
equipment  but  with  other  systems  as 
well. 
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Chapter  1.  General 

Section  1.  Introduction 

1.  Purpose.  This  order  establishes  the 
Very  High  Frequency  Omnidirectional 
Radio  Range  (VOR)/Distance  Measuring 
Equipment  (DME) /Tactical  Air 
Navigation  (TACAN)  standard  defining 
the  performance  required  of  the  system 
and  its  components. 

2.  Distribution.  This  order  is 
distributed  to  branch  level  in  the 
organizations  of  Flight  Standards, 
Airway  Facilities,  Air  Traffic  and 
Systems  Research  and  Development  in 
Washington  headquarters,  regions  and 
centers. 

3.  Cancellation.  Order  1010.55, 
Selection  Order:  U.S.  National  Aviation 
Standard  for  the  VORTAC  System, 
dated  6/1/70  is  cancelled. 

4.  Implementation  Criteria.  The 
National  Standard  applies  to  all  VOR, 
DME  and  TACAN  ground  and  airborne 
equipments  used  in  the  National 
Airspace  System  (NAS). 


5.  Directed  Action.  Subject  to 
applicable  rulemaking,  programming 
and  budgetary  procedures,  actions  shall 
be  taken  by  the  FAA  elements 
concerned  to  implement  this  standard. 

Section  2.  Overview 

6.  General.  Under  Public  Law  85-726, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  charged  with  providing  for  the 
regulation  and  promotion  of  civil 
aviation  in  order  to  best  foster  its 
development  and  safety,  and  to  provide 
for  the  safe  and  efficient  use  of  the 
airspace  by  both  civil  and  military 
aircraft.  Explicitly,  the  Administrator 
shall  develop,  modify,  test,  and  evaluate 
systems,  procedures,  facilities,  and 
devices,  defining  their  performance 
characteristics  as  needed.  This  effort  is 
directed  toward  meeting  the  need  for 
safe  and  efficient  navigation  and  traffic 
control  of  all  civil  and  military  aviation 
operating  in  a  common  Civil/Military 
System. 

7.  The  VOR/DME/TACAN  System 
Characteristics. 

a.  This  Standard  defines  the 
application  and  performance 
characteristics  of  VOR,  DME,  and 
TACAN  systems  in  the  United  States 
(U.S.).  For  ground  and  airborne 
components,  the  material  identifies 
signal,  functional,  and  performance 
characteristics  required  to  meet 
operational  requirements  and  to  provide 
compatibility  between  components  of 
the  system. 

b.  The  respective  airborne  component 
characteristics  for  VOR,  DME,  and 
TACAN  apply  in  entirety  to  those 
components  used  in  aircraft  operations 
performed  under  Instrument  Flight  Rules 
(IFR).  However,  for  other  aircraft 
operations  the  applicability  is  limited  to 
requirements  identified  in  chapter  3, 
section  2  and  chapter  4,  section  2  as 
essential  to  prevent  impairment  of 
services  to  other  NAS  users. 

c.  In  all  cases,  where  a  parameter  and 
associated  tolerance  is  identified  herein, 
ground  stations  shall  be  maintained 
within  these  limits  of  quality  assurance 
methods  including  either  monitoring, 
periodic  ground  or  flight  inspections  or  a 
combination  of  these  methods. 

d.  Operators  of  airborne  systems 
designed,  installed,  and  operated  in 
accordance  with  the  standard  can 
expect  to  achieve  the  system 
performance  which  the  standard  is 
intended  to  provide. 

e.  It.is  recognized  that  certain  existing 
components  do  not  comply  with  all 
requirements  of  this  standard.  Specific 
characteristics  that  are  known  to 
deviate  from  the  requirements  of  this 
standard  will  be  corrected  or  replaced 
as  practical. 


8.  Revisions.  This  standard  will  be 
revised  as  the  needs  of  the  National 
Airspace  System  warrant. 

9.  Reliability  Required  of  the  VOR/ 
DME /TACAN  System.  Due  to  the 
critical  nature  of  the  Radionavigation 
Service,  it  is  essential  that  the  VOR / 
DME/TACAN  system  provide  high 
reliability.  Both  signal  strength  and 
frequency  protection  are  provided  on  a 
basis  of  95  percent  time  availability  at 
the  worst  case  points  of  the  service 
volume.  At  other  than  worst  case  points, 
time  availability  substantially  exceeds 
95  percent.  (See  Appendix  1,  paragraph 
6.) 

10-19.  Reserved. 

Chapter  2.  VOR/DME/TACAN  System 

20.  VOR/DME/TACAN  System 
Description.  The  VOR/DME/TACAN 
system  is  a  short  distance  air  navigation 
system.  The  ground  components  provide 
properly  equipped  aircraft  with  bearing, 
identification,  and  distance  information 
referenced  to  the  selected  ground 
component.  When  the  airborne 
equipment  included  a  suitable  area 
navigation  (RNAV^  device  operating 
from  data  derived  from  the  system,  both 
radial  and  non-radial  routes  are 
afforded.  The  system  provides 
navigation  signals  to  all  civil  and 
military  aviation  for  the  safe  and 
efficient  conduct  of  aircraft  operations, 
exercise  of  air  traffic  control,  and  use  of 
airspace. 

21.  Ground  Components.  The  principal 
ground  components  are  VOR,  DME,  and 
TACAN.  VOR  and  DME  are  the 
International  Civil  Aviation 
Organization  (ICAO)  standard 
navigational  aids.  VOR  provides 
azimuth  information  and  ground-to-air 
communications  for  the  common  NAS. 
DME  provides  distance  information  to 
all  users  of  the  NAS.  TACAN  provides 
azimuth  information  primarily  to 
military  users  and  distance  information 
to  all  users  of  the  NAS. 

22.  Station  Type  Designations.  Ground 
components  are  identified  in  the 
Airman’s  Information  Manual  (AIM)  by 
type  designations  which  indicate  the 
service  provided.  VOR  type 
designations  are  prefixed  by  the  letter 
“B"  when  the  component  provides 
scheduled  voice  broadcasts.  The  letter 
“W”  is  used  when  the  component  does 
not  provide  voice  transmissions. 


Designation  Type  of  facility 


VOR . .  VHF  navigation  facility,  omni-direction¬ 

al  azimuth  only. 

DME .  UHF  navigation  facility,  distance  only. 

TACAN . . . .  UHF  navigational  facility,  omni-direc¬ 

tional,  azimuth  and  distance.  • 
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Designation  Type  of  facility 


VOR/DME .  Associated  VOR  and  DME  navigation¬ 

al  facilities. 

VORTAC .  Associated  VOR  and  TACAN  naviga¬ 

tional  facilities. 


23.  Service  Volumes.  Maximum 
usable  range  is  influenced  by  a  large 
number  of  variables.  These  include 
factors  such  as  antenna  patterns, 
propagation  variation,  ground  terrain, 
ground  and  avionics  equipment 
performance,  ground  and  avionics 
equipment  installation  and 
maintenance,  traffic  loading  and  traffic 
distribution.  It  should  be  noted  that  the 
aviation  community  has  many  years  of 
operational  experience  with  the  VOR / 
DME/TACAN  system.  Service  volumes 
are  predicated  on  both  experience  and 
empirical  measurements.  Sufficient 
safety  margin  has  been  incorporated  to 
assure  highly  reliable  system  operation. 
Under  worst  case  conditions,  it  is 
recognized  that  some  combinations  of 
avionics  and  older  ground  equipments 
may  not  provide  service  with  a  time 
availability  of  95  percent.  Based  on 
operational  experience  and  user 
feedback,  no  substantial  evidence 
indicating  an  adverse  operational 
impact,  has  been  shown.  In  addition,  all 
service  volumes  are  flights  inspected 
prior  to  commissioning  for  operational 
use.  Nonetheless,  ground  and  airborne 
equipment  should  be  brought  into  full 
compliance  with  this  National  Standard 
as  soon  as  it  is  practical. 


a.  Standard  Service  Volumes  (SSV). 

(1)  Ground  stations  are  classified 
according  to  their  intended  use.  These 
stations  are  available  for  use  within 
their  service  volume.  Outside  the  service 
volume,  reliable  service  may  not  be 
available.  For  standard  use,  the  airspace 
boundaries  are  called  standard  seryice 
volumes.  They  are  defined,  in  the  table 
below,  for  the  three  station  classes. 


SSV  Ciass 


Designator 

Altitude  and  range  boundaries 

T  (Terminal) . . 

_  From  1,000  feet  (305  m)  AGL 

up  to  and  including  12,000 
feet  (3,658  m)  AGL  at  radial 
distances  out  to  25  nmi  (46 
km).  See  Figures  2-3  and  2- 

L  (Low  Altitude) . 

.  From  1,000  feet  (305  m)  AGL 

up  to  and  Including  18,000 
feet  (5,486  m)  AGL  at  radial 
distances  out  to  40  nmi  (74 
km).  See  Figures  2-2  and  2- 
5. 

H  (High  Altitude) . 

. . .  From  1,000  leet  (305  m)  AGL 

up  to  and  including  14,500 
feet  (4,420  m)  AGL  at  radial 
distances  out  to  40  nmi  (74 
km).  See  Figures  2-1  and  2- 
5.  From  14,500  feet  (4,420  m) 
AGL  up  to  and  including 
60,000  feet  <18,288  m)  at 
radial  distances  out  to  100 
nmi  (185  km).  See  Figures  2- 
1  and  2-5.  From  18,000  feet 
(5,486  m)  AGL  up  to  and  in- 

eluding  45,000  feet  (13.716 
m)  at  radial  distances  out  to 
130  nmi  (241  km).  See  Fig¬ 
ures  2-1  and  2-5. 

(2)  These  SSV’s  are  graphically  shown 
in  Figures  2-1  through  2-5.  The  SSV  of  a 
station  is  indicated  by  using  the  class 


designator  as  a  prefix  to  the  station  type 
designation.  (Examples:  TVOR,  LOME, 
and  HVORTAC.) 

(3)  Within  25  mi  nmi  (46  km),  the 
bottom  of  the  T  Service  is  defined  by  the 
curve  in  Figure  2-4.  Within  40  nmi  (74 
km),  the  bottoms  of  the  L  and  H  service 
volumes  are  defined  by  the  curve  in 
Figure  2-5.  In  some  cases,  local 
conditions  (terrain,  buildings,  trees,  etc.) 
may  require  that  the  standard  service 
volume  be  restricted.  The  public  shall  be 
informed  of  any  such  restriction  by  a 
Notice  of  Airman  (NOT AM). 

Note. — Metric  measurements  are  given  for 
convenience  and  are  approximations. 

b.  Expanded  Service  Volumes.  When 
operational  needs  require  facilities  to  be 
used  beyond  their  standard  service 
volumes,  the  same  signal  standards/ 
tolerances  and  ground/flight  check 
certification  procedures  will  be  met 
Expanded  service  volumes  (ESVs)  will 
only  be  authorized  when  conditions 
permit  (reference  Figures  2  through  13  of 
Appendix  1.). 

c.  Operational  Service  Volume.  The 
airspace  available  for  operational  use 
includes: 
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100  nmi  (185  km) 


FIGURE  2-3.  STANDARD  TERMINAL 
SERVICE  VOLUME 
(refer  to  FIGURE  4  for  altitudes 
below  1000  feet  (305  m) 


to  the  nation's  site  elevation  (AGL). 
Metric  Measurements  are  given  for 
convenience  and  are  approximations. 


ALTITUDE  IN  FEET 


DISTANCE  TO  THE  STATION  IN  nml 


I  I  I - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 

0  5  10  15  20  25  30  35  40  45  50 

DISTANCE  TO  THE  STATION  IN  km 


FIGURE  2-4.  Definition  of  the  Lower  Edge  of  the  Standard  T  (Terminal)  Service  Volume 


DISTANCE  TO  THE  STATION  IN  km 


FIGURE  2-5.  Definition  of  the  Lower  Edge  of  the  Standard  H  (High)  and  L  (Low)  Service  Volumes 
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(1)  The  SSV  excluding  any  portion  of 
the  SSV  which  has  been  restricted,  and 

(2)  expanded  service  volumes  (ESVs). 

d.  Vertical  Angle  Coverage 

Limitations.  Within  the  operational 
service  volume  of  each  station,  azimuth 
signal  information  permitting 
satisfactory  performance  of  airborne 
components  is  normally  provided  from 
the  radio  horizon  up  to  an  elevation 
angle  of  approximately  60  degrees  for 
VOR  components  and  approximately  40 
degrees  for  TACAN  components.  At 
higher  elevation  angles  the  azimuth 
signal  information  may  not  be  usable. 
Distance  information  provided  by  DME 
and  TACAN  will  permit  satisfactory 
performance  of  airborne  components 
from  the  radio  horizon  to  an  elevation 
angle  of  not  less  than  60  degrees. 

24.  Associated  Components.  A  VOR 
and  either  a  DME  or  TACAN  shall  be 
considered  as  associated  components 
only  when: 

a.  operated  on  a  standard  frequency 
pairing  as  associated  with  paragraph  28, 

b.  co-located  as  defined  in  paragraph 
25;  and 

c.  complying  with  the  identification 
provisions  of  paragraph  32. 

25.  Co-Location  Limits  for  Associated 
Components.  DME  or  TACAN 
components  are  frequency-paired  with 
VOR.  For  the  common  system,  these 
components  shall  be  co-located  in 
accordance  with  one  of  the  following: 

•  a.  Coaxial  co-location.  The  VOR  and 
DME  or  TACAN  antenna  are  located  on 
the  same  vertical  axis.  This  is  the  usual 
co-location  configuration. 

b.  Offset  co-location. 

(1)  For  those  facilities  used  in  terminal 
areas  for  approach  purposes  or  other 
procedures  where  the  highest  position 
fixing  accuracy  of  system  capability  is 
required,  the  separation  of  the  VOR  and 
DME  or  TACAN  antennas  will  not 
exceed  100  feet  (30  m).  However,  at 
Doppler  VOR  sites  the  antennas  may  be 
separated  by  not  more  than  260  feet  (80 
m). 

(2)  For  purposes  other  than  those 
indicated  in  (1),  the  separation  of  the 
VOR  and  either  the  DME  or  TACAN 
antennas  will  not  exceed  2000  feet  (610 
m). 

26.  Radio  Frequency  Allocations. 
Radio  frequencies  allocated  for  VOR, 
DME,  and  TACAN  are  those  listed  in 
Appendix  3. 

27.  Radio  Frequency  Assignments. 
Radio  frequency  assignments  for  the 
paired  system  components  shall  be 
selected  from  the  frequency  pairings 
listed  in  Appendix  3.  Channels  1  through 
16  and  60  through  69  for  both  X  and  Y 
modes  of  operation  shall  not  be 


assigned  to  components  of  the  common 
system. 

28.  Radio  Frequency  Channel  Pairing. 
Appendix  3  shows  the  pairing  of  the 
VHF  and  UHF  components  of  the  VOR/ 
DME/TACAN  System.  Components 
associated  according  to  paragraph  24 
shall  be  assigned  on  paired  frequencies 
in  accordance  with  this  table.  Non- 
associated  VOR,  DME  and  TACAN 
components  shall  not  be  assigned  on 
paired  frequencies  unless  the  separation 
between  the  respective  components  is 
sufficient  to  satisfy  paragraph  29.  This 
latter  separation  shall  be  determined  as 
if  each  station  was  in  effect  an 
associated  frequency  pair. 

29.  Frequency  Interference  Protection. 
Frequency  assignments  must  not  result 
in  interference  between  stations.  Within 
a  station’s  operational  service  volume, 
the  ratio  of  the  desired  signal  to  any 
undesired  signal  must  not  fall  below  the 
selection/rejection  capability  of  the 
airborne  equipment.  Paragraphs  29.a 
through  29.c  discuss  interference 
protection  needed.  The  usable  distance 
and  altitude  of  aeronautical  navigation 
aids  are  often  limited  by  the  frequency 
protection  provided  from  other  ground 
stations.  The  operational  service  volume 
shall  not  extend  beyond  the  frequency 
protected  service  volume. 

a.  Interference  Protection  of  VHF 
NA  VAIDS  (ILS  and  VOR).  The 
following  interference  signal  protection 
ratios  shall  be  provided  within  the 
operational  service  volume  of  all  ILS 
and  VOR  stations  with  a  95  percent  time 
availability.  This  is  done  by  controlling 
the  station  separation  in  certain 
situations. 

(1)  The  desired  to  undesired  (D/U) 
signal  ratio  between  co-channel  stations 
shall  not  be  less  than  +20  dB. 

(2)  The  D/U  ratio  between  VHF 
NAVAIDS  with  a  nominal  50  kHz 
frequency  separation  shall  be  —34  dB  or 
greater.  (  — 34  dB  or  —30  dB  are 
permissible;  —40  dB  is  not.)  Frequency 
assignments  made  under  this  criteria 
(called  the  “Final”  criteria)  insure 
protection  to  narrow  bandwidth  (i.e.,  50 
kHz)  receivers  considering  both  ground 
and  airborne  frequency  tolerances.  A 
minimum  D/U  ratio  of  —7  dB  is  required 
to  insure  protection  to  wideband  (i.e., 
100  kHz)  receivers  using  100  kHz  (i.e., 
even  multiples  of  50  kHz)  ground 
stations.  This  value  is  called  the 
“Interim”  criteria.  In  highly  congested 
parts  of  the  country,  the  “Interim" 
criteria  may  not  allow  frequency 
assignments  to  any  new  systems.  New 
assignments  in  these  areas  would  have 
to  be  made  under  the  final  criteria  (—34 
dB).  As  a  safeguard  when  this  is  done, 
flight  publications  will  indicate  any 
nearby  100  kHz  ground  stations  which 


cannot  be  used  without  the  narrow 
bandpass  characteristics  associated 
with  a  50  kHz  receiver.  This  is  required 
due  to  the  insufficient  rejection,  in  the 
100  kHz  receivers,  to  signals  50  kHz 
removed. 

(3)  The  D/U  ratio  between  VHF 
NAVAIDS  with  100  kHz  frequency 
separation  shall  not  be  less  than  —46 
dB.  In  those  parts  of  the  country  where 
50  kHz  assignments  are  made,  the  D/U 
ratio  between  stations  with  100  kHz 
frequency  separation  shall  be  not  less 
than  —50  dB. 

(4)  The  D/U  ratio  between  VHF 
NAVAIDS  with  more  than  100  kHz 
frequency  separation,  shall  not  be  less 
than  —50  dB. 

(5)  Some  peak  power  deterioration  is 
allowed  before  the  system  is  shutdown. 
In  order  to  account  for  this  decrease  in 
power,  the  actual  D/U  values  used  for 
station  separation  calculations  are  3  dB 
more  protective,  e.g.  +23  dB  vice  +20 
dB,  —31  dB,  vice  —34  dB,  etc. 

b.  Interference  Protection  of  DME/ 
TACAN.  The  following  interference 
signal  protection  ratios  shall  be 
provided  within  the  operational  service 
volume  of  all  DME/TACAN  stations 
with  a  95  percent  time  availability.  This 
is  done  by  controlling  the  station 
separation  in  certain  cases. 

(1)  The  D/U  signal  ratio  between  co¬ 
channel  DME/TACAN  stations  shall  not 
be  less  than  +8  dB. 

(2)  The  D/U  signal  ratio  between 
adjacent  channel  DME/TACAN  stations 
shall  be  as  follows.  The  various  D/U 
ratios  have  been  established  recognizing 
the  spectrum  control  characteristics 
reflected  in  paragraph  124  and  the 
spectrum  differences  between  DME  and 
TACAN. 

(a)  When  the  undesired  station  is  a 
TACAN,  the  D/U  ratio  shall  not  be  less 
than  —42  dB. 

(b)  When  the  undesired  station  is  an 
LDME  (1000  W  transmitter),  the  D/U 
ratio  shall  not  be  less  than  —39  dB. 

(c)  When  the  undesired  station  is  a 
TDME  (100  W  transmitter),  the  D/U 
ratio  shall  not  be  less  than  —  29dB. 

(3)  The  D/U  ratio  between  DME/ 
TACAN  stations  with  more  than  1  MHz 
frequency  separation  shall  not  be  less 
than  —  dB. 

(4)  Some  peak  power  deterioration  is 
allowed  before  the  system  is  shutdown. 
In  order  to  account  for  this  decrease  in 
power,  the  actual  D/U  values  used  for 
station  separation  calculations  are  3  dB 
more  protective,  e.g.,  +11  dB  vice  +8 
dB,  —39  dB  vice  —42  dB,  etc. 

c.  Protection  of  Service  Volumes 
Which  Extend  Beyond  National 
Borders.  Stations  near  the  border  are 
normally  not  frequency-protected  for 
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that  airspace  which  lies  beyond  the 
national  border.  Standard  service 
volume  and  expanded  service  volume 
protection  may  be  provided  upon  proper 
coordination  with  Canada  or  Mexico. 
This  must  be  done  whenever  specific 
airways,  routes,  or  procedures  beyond 
the  border  are  based  on  ground  stations 
in  the  U.S.A. 

30.  Component  Identification  Signals. 
Each  ground  component  shall  transmit 
an  identification  signal  consisting  of 
three  letters  in  International  Morse 
Code.  It  shall  be  transmitted  at  a  rate  of 
approximately  7  words  per  minute.  In 
addition,  voice  identification  in 
accordance  with  paragraphs  31  through 
33  may  be  provided  by  a  VOR. 

a.  Identification  Code  Characteristics. 
The  identification  code  characteristics 
shall  conform  to  the  following. 

(1)  The  dots  shall  be  a  time  duration 
of  0.1  second  to  0.125  second  and  the 
dashes  three  times  the  dot  duration. 

(2)  The  duration  between  dots  and 
dashes  of  a  code  letter  shall  be  equal  to 
that  of  one  dot  plus  or  minus  10  percent. 

(3)  The  time  duration  between 
consecutive  letters  of  the  identification 
code  group  shall  not  be  less  than  three 
dots;  and 

(4)  The  total  period  of  transmission  of 
an  identification  code  group  shall  not 
exceed  5  seconds. 

b.  Identification  Cycle  and 
Synchronization.  The  repetition  and 
synchronization  of  component 
identification  signals  shall  conform  to 
paragraphs  31  through  33. 

31.  Independent  Components. 
Whenever  a  facility  is  operated  as  a 
VOR,  a  DME,  or  a  TACAN  only,  its 
identification  signal  shall  be  transmitted 
as  follows. 

a.  For  VOR  providing  only  code 
identification  signals,  each  30  second 
interval  is  divided  into  either  four  or  five 
equal  periods.  The  code  identification 
shall  be  transmitted  during  each  period. 

b.  For  VOR  providing  code  and  voice 
identification  signals,  each  30  second 
interval  is  divided  into  four  equal 
periods.  The  code  identification  signal 
shall  be  transmitted  during  alternate 
periods  or  during  three  of  four  periods. 
Subject  to  paragraph  33,  voice 
identification  signals  will  occur  during 
the  remaining  period(s). 

c.  When  voice  communication  signals 
are  being  transmitted  by  a  VOR,  the 
VOR  code  identification  signals  shall 
not  be  suppressed. 

d.  For  DME  and  TACAN  the 
International  Morse  Code  identification 
signal  shall  be  repeated  at  intervals  of 
30  seconds. 

32.  Identification  of  Associated 
Components.  When  a  VOR  and  either  a 
DME  or  TACAN  are  operated  as  co¬ 


located  components  (see  paragraphs  24 
and  25),  the  identification  signals  shall 
conform  to  the  respective  requirements 
of  paragraph  31  except  that: 

a.  The  identification  code  shall  be  the 
same  for  each  component; 

b.  For  VOR  of  paragraphs  31.a  and 
31.b,  the  DME  or  TACAN  identification 
signal  shall  be  transmitted  during  one  of 
the  periods  allocated  for  VOR  code 
identification.  The  VOR  code  shall  not 
be  transmitted  during  that  period;  • 

c.  The  International  Morse  Code 
identification  signals  of  VOR,  DME,  and 
TACAN  shall  be  synchronized  and 
interlocked  such  that  simultaneous 
identification  transmissions  of  VOR / 
DME  or  VOR/TACAN  or  ILS/DME  do 
not  occur;  and 

d.  When  voice  communications  are 
being  transmitted  on  the  VOR,  the  code 
identification  signals  of  DME  and 
TACAN  shall  not  be  suppressed. 

e.  Whenever  one  component  is 
temporarily  out  of  service,  the 
component  still  operating  shall  transmit 
facility  identification  signals  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  32  without 
regard  to  the  facility  type  designation. 

33.  Precedence  of  VOR  Voice 
Communications.  VOR  voice 
identification  signals  shall  not  be 
suppressed  for  the  duration  of  voice 
communications  or  broadcasts. 

34.  VOR  Voice  Communications 
Signals.  If  required,  a  VOR  may  provide 
ground-to-air  voice  communications. 

35.  Airborne  Components.  Airborne 
components  of  the  system  consist  of 
VOR  components  conforming  to  chapter 
3,  section  2  and  DME  and  TACAN 
components  conforming  to  the 
applicable  requirements  of  chapter  4. 
section  2  of  this  Standard. 

36.  System  Traffic  Handling  Capacity. 
Each  VOR  and  TACAN  ground 
component  of  the  system  provides 
azimuth  and  facility  identification 
information  to  an  unlimited  number  of 
airborne  components.  DME  and  TACAN 
ground  components  can  provide  slant 
range  adequate  for  a  peak  traffic  load  of 
3375  interrogations  per  second. 

Note. — As  the  traffic  density  increases 
beyond  full  load,  the  system  replies  at  a  rate 
reduced  proportionately  to  the  number  of 
additional  interrogators.  The  ground 
component  could  be  capable  of  servicing 
higher  density  traffic  only  if  the  airborne 
component  could  maintain  satisfactory 
operations  with  reduced  reply  efficiency  (see 
paragraph  130).  The  apparent  change  in 
numbers  from  Order  1010.55  dated  6/1/70 
does  not  represent  a  change  in  beacon 
radiated  power  (for  example,  see  Appendix 
1).  Therefore,  increases  in  receiver 
sensitivities  of  existing  airborne  equipments 
are  not  required  to  achieve  the  same  ranges 
that  users  have  experienced  in  the  past. 


Future  designs  should  not  be  restricted  by 
this  fact. 

37.  VOR/TACAN /VORT AC  System 
Azimuth  Accuracy.  System  azimuth 
accuracy,  expressed  in  terms  of  error,  is 
a  function  of  the  error  factors  associated 
with  the  ground  and  airborne 
components.  The  total  system  azimuth 
accuracy  is  ±4.5  degrees.  (See 
Appendix  2). 

38.  System  Distance  Accuracy. 

System  distance  accuracy  is  a  function 
of  the  ground  and  airborne  component 
accuracies.  The  component  values  in 
this  standard  provide  a  system  distance 
accuracy  of  ±0.5  nmi  (926  m)  of  3 
percent  of  the  slant  range  distance, 
whichever  is  greater  (95  percent 
probability),  when  the  error  values  are 
combined  by  the  root-sum-square 
method. 

39.  High  Accuracy  Certification.  Some 
system  accuracy  requirements  exceed 
those  specified  in  paragraphs  37  and  38. 
Some  area  navigation  routes  are  an 
example.  In  order  to  support  prescribed 
operations,  flight  inspections  will 
validate  the  signal  and  certify  its 
adequacy. 

40. -49.  Reserved. 

Chapter  3.  VOR  Systems 

Section  1.  Operational  Characteristics 
for  VOR  Ground  Components 

50.  Introduction.  This  section 
identifies  standard  signal  characteristics 
and  tolerances  for  the  VOR  portion  of 
the  system.  These  characteristics 
represent  performance  which  shall  be 
provided  throughout  the  operational 
service  volume  as  defined  in  paragraph 
23.c. 

51.  Polarization.  The  ground 
component  antenna  shall  radiate 
horizontally  polarized  signals.  Any 
vertically  polarized  signal  components 
shall  be  at  least  26  dB  weaker  than  the 
horizontally  polarized  component. 

52.  Radio  Frequency  Accuracy.  The 
radio  frequency  carrier  shall  be  within 
±  0.002  percent  of  the  assigned 
frequency. 

53.  Signal  Strength  in  Space.  The 
ground  station  shall  provide  a  minimum 
signal  power  density  of  —120  dBW/m* 
(95  percent  time  availability)  throughout 
the  operational  service  volume  as 
defined  in  paragraph  23.c.  At  the  nearest 
aircraft  position  expected  during 
operations,  the  maximum  signal  power 
density  expected  at  an  aircraft  will  be 
on  the  order  of  —34  dBW/m*. 

Note. — At  118  MHz,  the  value  —120  dBW/ 
m*  corresponds  to  —123  dBW  at  the  output  of 
a  lossless  isotropic  receiving  antenna.  The 
apparent  change  in  numbers  from  Order 
1010.55,  dated  6/1/70,  does  not  represent  a 


18854 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  58  /  Thursday,  March  26,  1981  /  Notices 


change  in  radiated  power  (for  example,  see 
Appendix  1).  Therefore,  increases  in  receiver 
sensitivities  of  existing  airborne  equipments 
are  not  required  to  achieve  the  same  service 
ranges  that  users  have  experienced  in  the 
past.  Future  designs  should  not  be  restricted 
by  this  fact. 

54.  Azimuth  Signal  Characteristics. 
The  VOR  shall  radiate  a  radio  frequency 
carrier  with  two  associated  30  Hz 
modulations.  The  phase  of  one  of  these 
modulations  shall  be  independent  of  the 
azimuth  of  the  point  of  observation 
(reference  phase).  The  other  modulation 
(variable  phase)  shall  differ  from  that  of 
the  reference  phase  by  an  angle  equal  to 
the  magnetic  bearing  of  the  point  of 
observation  with  respect  to  the  VOR. 

a.  The  radio  frequency  carrier  shall  be 
amplitude  modulated  by  two  signals  in 
accordance  with  the  following. 

(1)  Subcarrier  Frequency  Modulation. 
One  signal  component  shall  be  a 
subcarrier  of  9,960  Hz  of  constant 
amplitude.  It  shall  be  frequency 
modulated  at  30  Hz  having  a  deviation 
ratio  of  16±1  (i.e.,  15  to  17)  as  follows. 

(a)  for  the  conventional  VOR,  the 
phase  of  the  30  Hz  component  of  the  FM 
subcarrier  is  fixed  without  respect  to 
azimuth.  It  is  termed  the  “reference 
phase.” 

(b)  for  the  Doppler  VOR,  the  phase  of 
the  30  Hz  component  of  the  FM 
subcarrier  varies  with  azimuth.  It  is 
termed  the  “variable  phase.” 

(2)  Subcarrier  Frequency  and 
Accuracy.  The  subcarrier  modulation 
mid-frequency  shall  be  9,960  Hz  within 
±1.0  percent. 

(3)  Subcarrier  Modulation  Frequency 
and  Accuracy.  The  modulation 
frequency  shall  be  30  Hz  within  ±1.0 
percent. 

(4)  Subcarrier  Amplitude  Modulation. 
Amplitude  modulation  of  the  subcarrier 
shall  conform  to  the  following. 

(a)  for  the  conventional  VOR,  the 
percentage  of  amplitude  modulation  of 
the  9,960  Hz  subcarrier  shall  not  exceed 
5  percent. 

(b)  For  the  Single  Sideband  Doppler 
VOR,  the  percentage  of  amplitude 
modulation  of  the  9,960  Hz  subcarrier 
shall  not  exceed  40  percent  when 
measured  at  a  point  at  least  1000  feet 
from  the  VOR.  When  Double  Sideband 
Doppler  VOR  is  installed,  this 
modulation,  for  each  sideband,  shall  not 
exceed  50  percent. 

(5)  Sideband  Level  Subcarrier 
Harmonics.  When  50  kHz  channel 
assignments  are  made,  the  sideband 
level  of  the  harmonics  of  the  9,960  Hz 
component  in  the  radiated  signal  shall 
not  exceed  the  following  levels 
referenced  to  the  level  of  the  9,960  Hz 
sideband. 


Subcarrier  Level 

9,960  Hz . .  0  dB  reference. 

2d  harmonic . . . . .  -30  dB. 

3d  harmonic . . . . . .  —  50  dB 

4th  harmonic  and  subsequent  harmon-  -60  db. 
ics. 


55.  30  Hz  Amplitude  Modulation.  The 
other  signal  component  shall  be  30  Hz 
amplitude  modulation  as  follows. 

a.  For  the  conventional  VOR,  this 
component  results  from  a  rotating  field 
pattern,  the  phase  of  which  varies  with 
azimuth.  It  is  termed  the  “variable 
phase"  and  is  of  constant  amplitude. 

b.  For  the  Doppler  VOR,  this 
component,  of  constant  phase  with 
relation  to  azimuth  is  radiated 
omnidirectionally.  It  is  termed  the 
“reference  phase"  and  is  of  constant 
amplitude. 

56.  Amplitude  Modulation  Frequency 
and  Accuracy.  The  modulation 
frequency  shall  be  30  Hz  within  ±1.0 
percent. 

57.  Depth  of  Reference  and  Variable 
Phase  Modulations,  the  depth  of 
modulation  of  the  radio  frequency 
carrier  due  to  the  30  Hz  or  9,960  Hz 
signals  shall  be  within  the  following 
limits  for  each  signal. 

a.  28  to  32  percent  at  all  elevation 
angles  from  0  to  5  degrees  above  the 
horizon;  and 

b.  25  to  35  percent  at  all  elevation 
angles  between  5  and  60  degrees  above 
the  horizon. 

58.  Phase  Relationships  of  Reference 
and  Variable  Phase  Signals.  The 
reference  and  variable  phase 
modulations  shall  be  in  phase  along  the 
radial  corresponding  to  magnetic  north. 

Note. — The  reference  and  variable  phase 
modulations  are  in  phase  when  the  maximum 
value  of  the  same  of  the  radio  frequency 
carrier  and  the  sideband  energy  due  to  the 
amplitude  modulation  signal  occurs  at  the 
same  time  as  the  highest  frequency  of  the 
frequency  modulation  signal. 

59.  Code  Identification  Signal 
Characteristics.  The  characteristics  of 
the  code  identification  signal  shall 
conform  to  the  following: 

a.  Tone  Modulation  Frequency  and 
Accuracy.  The  modulation  frequency 
shall  be  1,020  ±50  Hz. 

b.  Depth  of  Modulation.  The  depth  to 
which  the  radio  frequency  carrier  is 
modulated  by  the  code  identification 
signal  shall  be: 

(1)  5.0±1  percent  where  voice 
services  are  provided. 

(2)  4  to  10  percent  at  components 
where  voice  services  are  not  provided. 

60.  Voice  Identification  and 
Communications  Signal  Characteristics. 
The  characteristics  of  voice 
identification  and  voice  communications 


signals,  when  provided,  shall  conform  to 
the  following: 

a.  Voice  Channel  Frequency 
Response.  Throughout  the  frequency  • 
range  from  300  to  2,200  Hz,  the 
frequency  response  characteristics  for 
the  voice  channel  shall  be  within  3  dB  of 
the  response  at  1,000  Hz. 

b.  Depth  of  Modulation.  The  depth  to 
which  the  radio  frequency  carrier  is 
modulated  by  voice  signals  shall  not  be 
greater  than  30±2  percent. 

61.  Monitoring.  The  radiated  signal 
shall  be  monitored  and  removed  from 
service  upon  recognition  of  unsafe 
operation. 

62. -79.  Reserved. 

Section  2.  Operational  Characteristics 
for  VOR  Airborne  Components 

80.  Introduction.  This  section  specifies 
functional  capability  and  performance 
characteristics  required  of  VOR 
airborne  components.  The  term 
“component"  describes  the  complete 
aircraft  installation.  This  includes  the 
antenna  and  its  transmission  line,  the 
receiver,  electrical  power  source(s), 
identification  and  voice  communications 
signal  reproduction  devices,  and 
selector  and  display  instrumentation 
devices  for  bearing  and  course 
indication.  Airborne  components  used  in 
the  performance  of  aircraft  operations 
under  IFR  must  meet  all  requirements. 
For  other  aircraft  operations  the 
requirements  are  limited  to  those  of 
paragraphs  80  and  90.  Components 
should  be  capable  of  performing  as 
specified  throughout  the  operational 
service  volume  of  ground  stations.  The 
applicable  performance  requirements 
should  be  met  when  the  ground  stations 
are  operating  in  accordance  with  this 
standard. 

81.  Receiver  Stability.  For  each 
channel  in  use,  the  receiver’s  center 
frequency  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
Appendix  3.  The  receiver  stability  shall 
be  ±0.005  percent  or  better. 

82.  Receiver  Sensitivity.  Based  onThe 
signal  power  density  of  paragraph  53, 
the  airborne  component  shall  provide 
the  sensitivity  necessary  to  display 
navigation  information  to  the  accuracy 
specified.  Clear  and  distinct 
reproduction  of  commumications  and 
identification  signals  shall  be  provided. 
(See  also  Appendix  1.) 

83.  Rejection  of  Undesired  Signals. 
The  airborne  component  shall  provide 
undesired  signal  rejection 
characteristics  adequate  to  assure  the 
specified  performance.  For  co-channel 
and  adjacent-channel  ILS  and  VOR 
signals,  the  D/U  ratios  of  paragraph  29.a 
shall  apply. 
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84.  Mistuning  Protection.  Mistuning 
by  50  kHz  may  result  in  erroneous 
information  not  readily  apparent  to  the 
user.  Provision  shall  be  made  to  protect 
against  mistuning  an  airborne  receiver 
by  operational,  mechanical  or  electronic 
means. 

85.  Facility  Identification  and  Voice 
Signals.  The  airborne  component  shall 
provide  the  pilot  with  positive 
identification  of  the  ground  component. 

86.  Bearing  and  Course  Deviation 
Information.  The  airborne  component 
shall  provide  devices  for  unambiguous 
determination  of  the  aircraft  magnetic 
bearing  with  respect  to  the  selected 
ground  component.  This  display  shall 
show  the  aircraft  deviation  from  the 
selected  course. 

87.  Course  Deviation  Displays.  The 
response,  readability  and  resolution  pf 
course  deviation  displays  shall  enable 
the  pilot  to  determine  the  direction  and 
extent  of  the  aircraft  deviation  from  the 
selected  course. 

88.  Warning  Function.  The  airborne 
component  shall  provide  a  warning 
indication  whenever  the  azimuth  signals 
necessary  for  the  prescribed 
performance  are  not  present.  This 
warning  shall  be  clearly  evident  to  the 
pilot. 

89.  Accuracy  of  Bearing  and  Course 
Deviation  Information.  The  total 
airborne  component  error,  in  bearing 
and  course  deviation  information  as 
displayed  to  the  pilot,  shall  not  exceed 
±3.0  degrees  (95  percent  probability)  at 
any  bearing. 

90.  Radiation.  Radiation  from 
airborne  components  shall  not  result  in 
derogation  of  operational  use  to  other 
system  users  or  in  the  derogation  of 
other  aeronautical  services. 

91. -109.  Reserved. 

Chapter  4.  DME  and  TACAN  Systems 

Section  1.  Operational  Characteristics 
for  DME  dnd  TACAN  Ground 
Components 

110.  Introduction.  This  section 
identifies  standard  signal  and 
performance  characteristics  for  DME 
and  TACAN  ground  components.  These 
characteristics  represent  the 
performance  which  shall  be  provided 
throughout  the  operational  service 
volumes  defined  in  paragraph  23.c. 
Requirements  apply  to  both  DME  and 
TACAN  components,  unless  noted 
otherwise. 

111.  Polarization.  The  ground 
component  antenna  shall  radiate  and 
receive  a  vertically  polarized  signal. 
Any  horizontally  polarized  signal 
components  shall  be  at  least  26  dB 
weaker  than  the  vertically  polarized 
component. 


112.  Transponder  Response  to 
Interrogation  Signals.  The  response  of 
the  transponder  to  interrogation  signals 
shall  conform  to  paragraphs  113  through 
120. 

Note. — At  the  ground  component  antenna, 
the  presence  of  CW  signals  within  ±3.0  MHz 
of  the  nominal  value  of  the  interrogation 
frequency  at  a  signal  power  density  of  —113 
dBW/m2  or  more,  will  normally  derogate  the 
performance  of  the  system.  Steps  should  he 
taken  to  avoid  this  situation. 

113.  Interrogation  Radio  Frequency. 
For  each  channel  in  use,  the  center 
frequency  of  the  transponder’s 
interrogation  and  reply  frequencies  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  Appendix  3. 

114.  Sensitivity  to  Interrogation 
Signals.  Transponder  sensitivity  is 
specified  as  that  minimum  value  of  peak 
pulse  power  density  (prior  to  intercept 
by  the  ground  component  antenna) 
which  will  result  in  a  transponder  reply 
efficiency  of  70  percent.  (See  Appendix 
1) 

Note. — Ground  components  may  not 
respond  to  interrogations  as  specified  if  the 
difference  in  level  of  the  constituent  pulses  of 
interrogation  pulse  pairs  is  greater  than  1  dB. 

115.  On-Channel  Sensitivity.  For 
interrogation  signals  within  ±100  kHz  of 
the  assigned  frequency,  having  a 
repetition  rate  no  greater  than  200  pulse 
pairs  per  second  and  pulse  pair  spacing 
of  exactly  12.0  microseconds  (36.0 
microseconds  for  Y  channel),  DME 
sensitivity  shall  be  not  less  than  —101.5 
dBW/m2.  Under  the  same  conditions, 
the  TACAN  sensitivity  shall  be  not  less 
than  —104.5  dBW/m2. 

Note. — At  1150  MHz,  the  value  —101.5 
dBW/m 2  corresponds  to  —124.0  dBW  at  the 
output  of  a  lossless  isotropic  receiving 
antenna.  Similarly,  the  value  —104.5  dBW/m* 
corresponds  to  —127.0  dBW.  (See  Appendix 
1) 

116.  Sensitivity  at  Other  Pulse 
Spacings.  When  the  spacing  of  the 
constituent  pulses  of  interrogation  pulse 
pairs  differs  from  the  design  center 
value  (12.0  microseconds  for  X  channel; 
36.0  microseconds  for  Y  channel)  by 
±0.5  microseconds  or  less,  the 
sensitivity  of  paragraph  115  shall  not  be 
reduced  by  more  than  1  db.  When  the 
spacing  differs  by  ±3  microseconds  and 
more  from  nominal,  the  reduction  in 
sensitivity  shall  be  at  least  70  dB  with 
respect  to  the  level  of  paragraph  115. 

117.  Variation  of  Sensitivity  With 
Interrogation  Loading.  When  the  beacon 
is  loaded  with  3175  additional  pulse 
pairs  per  second  at  a  level  of  —65  dBm, 
(referenced  at  the  input  to  the 
transponder  receiver  with  the 
transponder’s  echo  suppression  circuits 
disabled),  the  sensitivity  of  the  receiver 
shall  not  be  reduced  by  more  than  1  dB 


from  the  value  measured  in  paragraph 
115. 

118.  Sensitivity  to  Adjacent  Channel 
Interrogations.  Interrogation  signals 
removed  900  kHz  or  more  from  the 
assigned  channel  interrogation 
frequency  and  having  an  amplitude  up 
to  80  dB  above  the  on-channel 
sensitivity  of  the  component  shall  not 
elicit  a  reply  from  that  component. 

119.  Transponder  Dead  Time.  Dead 
time  is  the  time  immediately  following 
an  accepted  interrogation  decode  for 
reply  processing,  during  which 
succeeding  interrogations  receive  no 
reply.  The  transponder  dead  time  shall 
normally  be  60  microseconds  for  X 
channels  (72  microseconds  for  Y 
channel). 

120.  Echo  Suppression  Dead  Time. 

The  retriggerable  blanking  gate  (RTBG) 
(see  paragraph  145.b.)  is  typically  set 
such  that  the  effective  deadtime  is  a 
nominal  150  microseconds.  When 
required  for  a  particular  site,  the 
effective  deadtime  may  be  increased  up 
to  a  nominal  250  microseconds. 

121.  Transponder  Characteristics.  The 
transponder  shall  conform  to  paragraphs 
122  through  150. 

122.  Frequency  Stability.  For  each 
channel  in  use,  the  center  frequencies  of 
the  ground  station’s  transmitter  and 
receiver  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
Appendix  3.  Frequency  stability  shall  be 
±0.001  percent  or  better  for  equipments 
purchased  after  July  1980.  The  stability 
of  older  ground  stations  shall  be  ±0.002 
percent  or  better. 

Note. — Stabilities  of  older  equipment  need 
not  be  increased  to  ±0.001  percent. 

123.  Signal  Strength  in  Space.  Within 
that  part  of  the  operational  service 
volume  that  is  above  18,000  feet  (5,486 
m)  AGL,  a  minimum  signal  power 
density  of  —91.5  dBW/m*  (95  percent 
time  availability)  shall  be  provided. 
Within  that  part  of  the  operational 
service  volume  that  is  below  18,000  feet 
(5,486  m)  AGL,  a  minimum  signal  power 
density  of  —86.0  dBW/m2  shall  be 
provided.  Signal  power  shall  be 
determined  by  the  average  over  one 
second  of  the  equivalent  peak  pulse 
voltage  waveform.  At  the  nearest 
aircraft  position  expected  during 
operations,  the  maximum  signal  power 
density  expected  during  flight  will  be  on 
the  order  of  —17.0  dBW/m2. 

Note. — At  1213  MHZ,  the  value  —91.5 
dBW/“  corresponds  to  —114.5  dBW  at  the 
output  of  a  lossless  isotropic  receiving 
antenna.  Similarly,  —86.0  dBW/m 
corresponds  to  —109.0  dBW.  The  apparent 
change  in  numbers  from  the  old  standard 
does  not  represent  a  change  in  beacon 
radiated  power  (for  example,  see  Appendix 
1).  Therefore,  increases  in  receiver 
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sensitivities  of  existing  airborne  equipments 
are  not  required  to  achieve  the  same  service 
ranges  that  users  have  experienced  in  the 
past.  Future  designs  should  not  be  restricted 
by  this  fact. 

124.  Radio  Spectrum.  The  spectrum  of 
the  pulse  modulated  signal  shall  be  as 
follows. 

a.  The  equivalent  isotropic  radiated 
power  (EIRP)  contained  in  a  0.5  MHz 
band  centered  on  a  frequency  either  0.8 
MHz  above  or  0.8  MHz  below  the 
nominal  channel  frequency  shall  (in 
both  instances)  not  exceed  200 
milliwatts.  (Except  that  the  power  ratio 
relative  to  center  frequency  shall  not 
exceed  —50  dB.) 

b.  The  EIRP  contained  in  a  0.5  MHz 
band  centered  on  a  frequency  either  2.0 
MHz  below  the  nominal  channel 
frequency  shall  (in  both  instances)  not 
exceed  2  milliwatts.  (Except  that  the 
power  ratio  relative  to  center  frequency 
shall  not  exceed  —70  dB.) 

c.  Each  lobe  of  the  spectrum  will  be 
generally  of  lesser  amplitude  than  the 
adjacent  lobe  nearer  the  nominal 
channel  frequency. 

125  Spurious  Radiation.  The  RF  output 
level,  during  the  interval  between 
occurrence  of  the  desired  pulse  pairs, 
shall  not  exceed  a  level  which  is  80  db 
below  the  maximum  power  level  during 
a  pulse.  In  addition,  between  the  pulses 
of  each  pair  there  shall  be  an  interval 
for  1.0  microsecond  or  greater  in  length 
during  which  the  RF  output  level  does 
not  exceed  a  level  which  is  50  db  below 
the  maximum  power  level  of  the  weaker 
pulse  of  the  pair. 

126.  Pulse  Shape.  The  following,  as 
limited  by  the  requirements  of 
paragraphs  124  and  125,  shall  apply  to 
all  radiated  pulses. 

a.  Pulse  Rise  Time.  The  time  required 
for  the  pulse  to  rise  from  10  to  90  percent 
of  its  maximum  voltage  amplitude  shall 
not  be  less  than  0.1  microsecond  nor 
more  than  3.0  microseconds. 

b.  Pulse  Top.  Between  the  points  on 
the  leading  and  trailing  edges  which  are 
95  percent  of  the  maximum  voltage 
amplitude,  the  instantaneous  amplitude 
of  the  pulse  shall  not  fall  below  a  value 
which  is  95  percent  of  the  maximum 
voltage  amplitude  of  the  pulse. 

c.  Pulse  Duration.  The  pluse  duration, 
as  measured  at  the  50  percent  maximum 
voltage  amplitude  points,  shall  be  3.5  ± 
0.5  microseonds. 

d.  Pulse  Decay  Time.  The  pulse  decay 
time,  from  the  90  percent  point  to  the  10 
percent  point  of  the  maximum  voltage 
amplitude,  shall  be  such  that  the 
remaining  requirements  of  this  standard 
shall  be  satisfied. 

127.  Pulse  Coding.  Transponder  output 
signals  shall  consist  of  paired  pulses. 


The  spacing  of  the  pulses  is  measured 
between  the  50  percent  maximum 
voltage  amplitude  points  on  the  leading 
edge  of  each  RF  pulse.  The  pulse 
spacing  shall  be: 

a.  12.0  ±  0.25  microseconds  for  X 
channels:  or 

b.  30.0  ±  0.25  microseconds  for  Y 
channels. 

128.  Pulse  Power  Variation.  The  peak 
power  of  the  constituent  pulses  of  any 
pair  shall  not  differ  by  more  than  1  dB. 

129.  Distance  Reply  Signals.  Distance 
reply  signals,  consisting  of  pulse  pairs, 
are  transmitted  in  response  to 
interrogations. 

130.  Reply  Efficiency.  Reply  efficiency 
is  defined  as  the  percentage  of 
interrogations  from  a  specific 
interrogator  to  which  the  transponder 
replies  within  a  given  time  interval 
when  the  transponder  is  under  specified 
load  conditions.  The  reply  efficiency  for 
interrogation  signals  at  and  above  the 
minimum  sensitivity  levels  of  paragraph 
114  shall  be  at  least  70  percent  for  all 
interrogation  loading  up  to  the  maximum 
for  which  transponder  is  designed  (3375 
interrogations  per  second). 

Note. — To  provide  service  under  adverse 
echo  conditions  or  to  handle  increased  traffic, 
it  may  be  necessary  to  reduce  the  reply 
efficiency  during  traffic  overload  conditions. 
To  be  able  to  receive  the  same  service  during 
traffic  overload  conditions,  airborne  receivers 
should  be  capable  of  operating  properly  with 
reply  efficiencies  at  least  as  low  as  50 
percent. 

131.  Reply  Delay  Time.  Reply  delay 
time  is  defined  as  the  time  of  all  delay 
introduced  by  the  ground  component  in 
replying  to  interrogations.  When 
airborne  components  are  to  indicate 
distance  with  respect  to  the  transponder 
site,  the  zero-distance  reply  delay  time 
shall  be  50.0  microseconds  ±  0.25 
microseconds  for  X  channels  (56.0 
microseconds  ±  0.25  microseconds  for 

Y  channels).  This  represents  the  time 
between  the  50  percent  voltage  point  on 
the  leading  edge  of  the  first  pulse  of  the 
interrogation  pulse  pair  and  the 
corresponding  point  on  the  first  pulse  of 
the  reply  pulse  pair. 

Note. — In  older  facilities,  the  reply  delay 
time  is  referenced  to  the  seond  pulse  of 
interrogation  and  reply  pulse  pairs.  The 
nominal  value  of  reply  delay  time  in  these 
instances  is  50  microseconds  for  both  X  and 

Y  channels. 

132.  Random  Pulse  Pair  Signals.  In 
addition  to  distance  reply  pairs,  the 
ground  component  shall  radiate  random 
pulse  pairs,  defined  as  squitter,  in  order 
to  maintain  a  total  pulse  pair  rate  in 
accordance  with  paragraphs  133  and 
134. 

133.  DME  Components.  For  DME 
ground  components,  the  total  pulse  rate, 


exclusive  of  identification  pulses,  shall 
be  within  the  range  of  700  up  to  2850 
pulse  pairs  per  second,  in  the  absence  of 
high  traffic  density. 

134.  TACAN  Components.  For 
TACAN  ground  components,  the  total 
pulse  pair  rate,  exclusive  of  Code 
identification  signal  and  reference  burst 
pulses,  shall  be  2700±90  pulse  pairs  per 
second,  in  the  absence  of  high  traffic 
density.  For  a  transponder  dead  time  of 
60  microseconds,  the  distribution  of 
random  pulse  pairs  shall  conform  to 
Figure  4-6. 

135.  Pulse  Pair  Rate.  To  provide 
greater  traffic  handling  capacity  (than 
the  total  output  pulse  pair  rates  of 
paragraph  133  and  134),  the  equipment 
shall  have  the  capability  to  increase  to 
as  high  as  5000±150  pulse  pairs  per 
second  as  a  function  of  actual  traffic 
loading.  Under  this  condition  it  will  be 
impossible  to  maintain  the  output  pulse 
pair  spacing  distribution  of  Figure  6. 
Accordingly,  new  TACAN  airborne 
equipment  design  should  avoid  the  use 
of  circuits  in  which  azimuth  indication  is 
sensitive  to  transponder  output  pulse 
count  and  spacing  distribution.  (See 
paragraph  130.) 

136.  Ground  Component  Range 
Accuracy.  The  ground  component  shall 
not  contribute  more  than  0.1  nmi  (185  m) 
to  overall  system  error. 

137.  Code  Identification  Signal 
Characteristics.  Subject  to  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  137.a,  code 
identification  signals  shall  consist  of 
group.  The  groups  of  two  pulse  pairs 
transmitted  for  the  duration  of  dots  and 
dashes  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
30.a.  The  spacing  between  the  first  and 
second  pulse  pairs  constituting  each 
pulse  group,  as  measured  between  the 
50  percent  voltage  amplitude  points  on 
the  leading  edge  of  the  first  pulse  of 
each  pair,  shall  be  100  ±10 
microseconds.  The  repetition  rate  shall 
conform  to  the  following. 

a.  DME  Components.  For  ground 
components  providing  DME  service 
only,  the  identification  signal  may 
consist  of  either  one  or  two  pulse  pairs 
in  a  group  repetition  cate  shall  be 
1350  ±10  groups  per  second. 

b.  TACAN  Components.  For  TACAN 
ground  components,  the  repetition  rate 
shall  be  1350  groups  per  second  (±0.23 
percent)  which  are  phase-locked  within 
±50.0  microseconds  of  the  tenth 
harmonic  of  the  135  Hz  bearing 
reference  signal.  The  first  pulse  of  each 
identification  signal  pulse  group  shall 
occur  740±50  microseconds  after  the 
first  pulse  of  any  40  degree  sector 
reference  signals. 
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138.  TACAN  Azimuth  Signal 
Characteristics.  TACAN  azimuth 
signals  consists  of  North  {main  or 
coarse)  and  40  degree  sector  (auxiliary 
or  fine)  bearing  reference  signals  and  15 
Hz  (coarse)  and  135  Hz  (fine)  amplitude 
modulation  variable  bearing  signals. 

The  azimuth  signals  radiated  by  the 
antenna  shall  conform  to  the  following. 

139.  Bearing  Reference  Signals. 
Transmission  of  the  North  and  40  degree 
sector  bearing  reference  signals  shall 
occur  synchronously  with  antenna 
pattern  rotation.  For  each  rotation  of  the 
antenna  pattern,  one  North  reference 
signal  shall  be  transmitted.  Following 
the  North  reference  signal  at  each  of 
eight  consecutive  angular  increments  of 
40  degrees,  the  40  degree  sector 
reference  signal  shall  be  transmitted.  A 
ninth  40  degree  sector  reference  signal, 
which  otherwise  would  coincide  in  time 
with  the  North  reference  signal,  shall 
not  be  transmitted.  The  characteristics 
of  reference  signals  shall  be  as  follows: 

a.  North  Reference  Signal. 

(1)  For  X  channels,  the  North 
reference  signal  shall  consist  of  a  group 
of  12  pulse  pairs.  Spacing  between  the 
two  pulses  of  a  pair  shall  be  12±0.25 
microseconds.  Spacing  between  the  first 
pulses  of  each  pulse  pair  shall  be 
30.0±0.3  microseconds.  Spacings  are 
measured  at  the  50  percent  voltage 
amplitude  points  on  the  leading  edges  of 
the  pulses. 

(2)  For  Y  channels,  the  North 
reference  signal  shall  consist  of  a  group 
of  a  13  single  pulses.  Spacing  between 
the  pulses  shall  be  30.0±0.3 
microseconds.  Spacings  are  measured  at 
the  50  percent  voltage  amplitude  points 
on  the  leading  edges  of  the  pulses. 

b.  40  Degree  Sector  Reference  Signals. 

(1)  For  X  channels,  the  40  degree 
sector  reference  signal  shall  consist  of  a 
group  of  6  pulse  pairs.  Spacing  between 
the  two  pulses  of  a  pair  shall  be  12±0.25 
microseconds.  Spacing  between  the  first 
pulse  of  each  pulse  pair  shall  be 
24.0±0.25  microseconds.  Spacings  are 
measured  at  the  50  percent  voltage 
amplitude  points  on  the  leading  edges  of 
the  pulses. 

(2)  For  Y  channels  the  40  degree  sector 
reference  signal  shall  consist  of  a  group 
of  13  single  pulses  having  a  spacing  of 
15.0±0.25  microseconds.  Spacing  are 
measured  at  the  50  percent  of  the 
voltage  amplitude  points  on  the  leading 
edges  of  the  pulses. 

140.  Variable  Bearing  Signals.  The 
variable  bearing  signals  shall  be 
produced  by  a  rotating  directional 
antenna  pattern  which  results  in  a 
composite  amplitude  modulation  of  the 
transponder  radio  frequency  pulse 
signals  at  15  and  135  Hz.  The 


characteristics  of  the  variable  bearing 
signals  shall  be  as  follows. 

a.  Amplitude  Modulation  Frequencies 
and  Accuracy.  The  amplitude 
modulation  frequencies  shall  nominally 
be  15.0  and  135.0  Hz.  Each  frequency 
shall  vary  from  the  nominal  values  in 
exact  synchronism  with  an  antenna 
pattern  rotation  rate  of  900  (±0.23 
percent)  rotations  per  minute. 

b.  Depth  of  Modulation.  At  all 
elevation  angles  from  —2  to  -f  40 
degrees  relative  to  the  horizon,  the 
individual  modulation  components  shall 
be  21  ±9  percent.  At  all  elevation  angles 
from  —2  to  50  degrees,  the  sum  of  the  15 
and  135  Hz  modulation  components 
including  the  harmonics  shall  not 
exceed  55  percent.  Further,  within  the 
angles  from  —2  to  +2  degrees  relative 
to  the  horizon,  the  maximum  variation  in 
depth  of  modulation  for  the  15  and  135 
Hz  components  shall  not,  for  each 
frequency,  vary  more  than  ±4  percent 
from  the  respective  median  values 
within  the  angles  specified. 

141.  Relationships  of  Reference  and 
Variable  Bearing  Signals.  On  the 
magnetic  North  radial  from  the  antenna, 
the  relationships  of  the  reference  and 
variable  signals  shall  conform  to  the 
following. 

a.  Coarse  Bearing  Signal.  The 
inflection  point  on  the  negative  slope  of 
the  15  Hz  amplitude  modulation 
component  shall  coincide  within  ±2.0 
azimuth  degrees  of  the  50  percent 
amplitude  points  on  the  leading  edge  of: 

(1)  The  tenth  pulse  of  the  North 
reference  signals  for  X  channels;  or 

(2)  The  sixth  pulse  of  the  North 
reference  signal  for  Y  channels. 

(b)  Fine  Bearing  Signals.  The 
inflection  point  on  the  negative  slope  of 
the  135  Hz  amplitude  modulation 
component  shall  coincide  within  ±0.33 
degrees  azimuth  of  the  average  position 
of  the  50  percent  amplitude  point  on  the 
leading  edge  of: 

(1)  The  twelfth  pulse  of  the  40  degree 
sector  reference  signal  for  X  channels; 
or 

(2)  The  eleventh  pulse  of  the  40  degree 
sector  reference  signal  for  Y  channels. 

142.  Precedence  of  Pulse 
Transmissions.  The  order  of  precedence 
for  transmission  of  transponder  pulse 
signals  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the 
following. 

a.  DME  Components.  For  ground 
components  providing  DME  service 
only,  the  precedence  shall  be: 

(1)  International  Morse  Code 
Identification  Signals. 

(2)  Distance  Reply  Signals. 

(3)  Random  Pulse  Pair  Signals. 

Neither  distance  reply  nor  random 

pulse  pair  signals  shall  be  transmitted 
during  the  “key-down”  interval  of 


International  Morse  Code  Identification 
Signal  transmission. 

b.  TACAN  Components.  For  TACAN 
components,  the  precedence  shall  be: 

(1)  Bearing  Reference  Signals. 

(2)  International  Morse  Code 
Identification  Signals. 

(3)  Distance  Reply  Signals. 

(4)  Random  Pulse  Signals. 

Neither  code  indentification,  distance 
reply,  nor  random  pulse  pair  signals 
shall  be  transmitted  during  the  interval 
required  for  transmission  of  all  pulses  in 
each  bearing  reference  signal.  Distance 
reply  and  random  pulse  pair  signals 
shall  not  be  transmitted  during  the  "key- 
down”  interval  of  Code  Identification 
Signal  transmissions. 

143.  Rejection  of  Undesired  Signals. 
The  ground  component  shall  provide 
undesired  signal  rejection 
characteristics  adequate  to  assure  the 
specified  performance.  This  includes  co¬ 
channel  and  adjacent-channel  DME/ 
TACAN  signals. 

144.  Receiver  Decorder.  The  decorder 
shall  decode  and  produce  an  output 
pulse  from  interrogation  signal  pulse 
pairs  occurring  at  spacings  within  the 
range  of: 

a.  12±0.5  microseconds  for  X- 
channels,  or 

b.  36±0.5  microseconds  for  Y- 
channels. 

145.  Echo  Suppression.  Echo 
suppressions  shall  be  provided  in 
accordance  with  the  following 
subparagraphs. 

a.  Short  Distance  Echoes. 

Synchronous  pulse  signals  occurring 
between  the  constituent  pulses  of  a 
direct  path  interrogation  pulse  pair  and 
which  are  also  superimposed  on  the 
leading  or  trailing  edge  of  the  second 
pulse  of  the  direct  path  pulse  pair,  shall 
not  affect  the  time  of  decoding  of  the 
direct  pulse  pair  by  an  amount  in  excess 
of  0.15  microseconds.  Neither  shall  the 
reply  efficiency  be  reduced  by  more 
than  10  percentage  points  from  that 
measured  in  the  absence  of  the  echo 
pulse.  These  requirements  shalMre  met 
when  the  RF  input  signal  level  of  the 
direct  path  pulse  pair  has  any  level  from 
10  db  above  threshold  triggering  level  to 
an  absolute  level  of  —10  dBm  and  the 
echo  pulse  has  any  level  up  to  the  level 
of  the  direct  pulse  pair  and  for  all  direct 
pulse  pair  spacings  of  paragraph  175. 

b.  Long  Distance  Echoes.  A  separate 
echo  suppression  (Retriggerable 
Blanking  Gate  (RTBG))  circuit  shall  be 
provided  in  order  to  prevent  the 
generation  of  multiple  replies  to  aircraft 
interrogations  having  echoes  which  are 
delayed  with  respect  to  the  direct  path 
signal  in  excess  of  receiver  dead  time 
setting.  The  echo  suppression  circuit 
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shall  be  triggered  by  the  decoding  of  the 
direct  signal  pulse  pair  only  when  the 
level  of  the  pulses  exceeds  a  pre- 
established  level.  Such  triggering  shall 
result  in  the  generation  of  a  receiver 
desensitizing  pulse  starting  at  the  time 
of  pulse  decoding,  nominally  adjusted  to 
150±10.0  microseconds  with  an  upper 
limit  of  300  microseconds.  The  degree  of 
receiver  desensitization  shall  be  to  a 
level  of  3.0  dB  above  the  level  of  the 
direct  path  signal  and  shall  hold  over 
the  entire  duration  of  the  echo 
suppression  pulse,  unless  retriggered  by 
a  signal  stronger  by  0  to  6  dB  than  the 
direct  path  signal,  and  over  a  range  of 
input  signals  from  10  dB  above  threshold 
triggering  level  to  —15  dBm.  The  echo 
suppression  circuit  preestablished  level 
will  nominally  be  —70  dBm. 

146.  Decoder  Discrimination.  The 
decoder  shall  provided  a  minumum  of  70 
dB  rejection  to: 

a.  paired  pulses  whose  spacing  differs 
by  3.0  microseconds  or  more  from  the 
nominal  value  given  in  paragraph  144, 

b.  paired  pulses  with  spacings  within 
the  range  of  paragraph  144  where  either 
pulse  has  a  width  of  0.8  microsecond  or 
less,  and 

c.  single  pulses  of  any  width  including 
widths  within  the  range  of  pulse 
spacings  of  paragraph  144. 

147.  Receiver  Recovery  Time.  The 
recovery  time  of  the  receiver  and  its 
associated  video  circuitry  shall  be  such 
that  the  sensitivity  to  desired 
interrogations  is  not  reduced  by  more 
than  1  dB  when  desired  interrogations 
occur  8.0  microseconds  and  more  after 
the  reception  of  undesired  pulses  of  any 
width  having  levels  up  to  60  dB  above 
the  sensitivity  of  the  receiver  in  the 
absence  of  such  undesired  pulses.  The 
desired  interrogations  shall  be  RF  pulse 
pairs  conforming  to  the  characteristics 
specified  in  paragraphs  173  through  179. 
Undesired  pulses  shall  conform  to  the 
same  requirements  except  that  the  pulse 
spacing  shall  be  outside  the  limits  of 
paragraph  175. 

148.  Desensitization  By  CW.  The 
presence  of  CW  interference  signals  on 
the  assigned  channel  frequency  or 
elsewhere  within  the  receiver  pass-band 
shall  not  reduce  the  on-channel 
sensitivity  by  more  than  2  dB  from  the 
value  measured  in  the  absence  of  CW 
interference  provided  that  the  level  of 
the  interference  is  no  higher  than  10  dB 
below  the  level  of  the  desired  on- 
channel  signal.  Additionally,  the  reply 
efficiency  to  a  Single  aircraft 
interrogation  shall  not  be  reduced  by 
more  than  10%  when  the  level  of  the 
interrogation  signal  is  6  dB  and  more 
above  the  level  of  the  interfering  CW 
signal.  The  CW  sensing  circuit  shall  not 
reduce  the  receiver  gain  by  more  than  1 


dB  when  pulses  8.0  Microseconds  wide 
or  wider  are  received  at  a  rate  of  37,000 
per  second  at  a  level  10  dB  below 
receiver  sensitivity.  (This  is  to  preclude 
premature  receiver  desensitization  if  the 
receiver  is  exposed  to  a  high  PRF  pulse 
multiplexed  signal.) 

149.  Monitoring.  The  radiated  signals 
shall  be  monitored  and  removed  from 
service  upon  recognition  of  unsafe 
operation. 

150. -169.  Reserved. 

Section  2.  Operational  Characteristics 
for  DME  and  T AC  AN  Airborne 
Components 

170.  Introduction.  This  section 
specifies  functional  capability  and 
performance  characteristics  required  of 
DME  and  TACAN  airborne  components. 
The  term  “component”  as  used  in  this 
order,  includes  the  complete  aircraft 
installation.  This  includes  such  items  as 
the  antenna  and  its  transmission  line, 
the  interrogator,  the  electrical  power 
source(s),  identification  signal 
reproduction  or  display  devices,  and  the 
distance  indicator;  when  applicable,  it 
also  includes  select  and  display 
instrumentation  devices  for  bearing  and 
course  indication.  Airborne  components 
used  in  the  performance  of  aircraft 
operations  under  IFR  must  meet  all 
requirements.  For  other  aircraft 
operations  the  requirements  are  limited 
to  paragraphs  170, 175, 176, 178  and  179. 
Requirements  apply  to  both  DME  and 
TACAN  components  unless  otherwise 
noted.  Components  should  be  capable  of 
performing  as  specified  throughout  the 
operational  service  volume  of  ground 
stations.  The  applicable  performance 
requirements  should  be  met  when  the 
ground  stations  are  operating  in 
accordance  with  this  standard. 

171.  Interrogator  Signal 
Characteristics.  Paragraphs  172  through 
180  identify  interrogation  signal 
characteristics  and  tolerances 
applicable  to  the  radiated  signal. 

172.  Interrogation  Radio  Frequencies 
and  Accuracy.  The  interrogator  shall 
transmit  on  the  appropriate  frequency  in 
accordance  with  Appendix  3.  The  center 
frequency  of  the  interrogation  shall  be 
within  ±100  kHz  of  the  channel 
frequency. 

173.  Pulse  Characteristics.  The  radio 
frequency  pulse  envelope  shall  have 
characteristics  as  follows. 

a.  Pulse  Rise  Time.  The  time  required 
for  the  pulse  to  rise  from  10  to  90  percent 
of  its  maximum  voltage  amplitude  shall 
nominally  be  2.5  microseconds.  It  shall 
not  exceed  3.0  microseconds.  The 
minimum  rise  time  is  governed  by  the 
spectrum  requirements  of  paragraph  179. 

b.  Pulse  Top.  Between  the  points  on 
the  leading  and  trailing  edges  which  are 


95  percent  of  the  maximum  voltage 
amplitude,  the  instantaneous  amplitude 
of  the  pulse  shall  not  fall  below  a  value 
which  is  95  percent  of  the  maximum 
voltage  amplitude  of  the  pulse. 

c.  Pulse  Duration.  The  pulse  duration, 
as  measured  at  the  50  percent  maximum 
voltage  amplitude  points,  shall  be  3.5 
±0.5  microseconds. 

d.  Pulse  Decay  Time.  The  time 
inquired  for  the  pulse  to  fall  from  90  to 
10  percent  of  the  maximum  voltage 
amplitude  shall  nominally  be  2.5 
microseconds.  It  shall  not  exceed  3.5 
microseconds.  The  minimum  decay  time 
is  governed  by  the  spectrum 
requirements  of  paragraph  179. 

174.  Pulse  Power  Variation.  The  peak 
power  of  the  constituent  pulses  of  any 
pair  shall  not  differ  by  more  than  1  dB. 

Note. — If  the  difference  in  level  of  the 
constituent  pulses  of  interrogation  pulse  pairs 
is  greater  than  IX)  dB,  ground  components 
may  not  respond  to  interrogations. 

175.  Pulse  Coding.  Interrogation 
signals  shall  consist  of  paired  pulses. 
Spacings  are  measured  at  the  50  percent 
voltage  amplitude  points  qp  the  pulse 
rise  time  of  each  pulse.  The  pulse 
spacing  shall  be: 

a.  12.0±0.5  microseconds  for  X 
channels;  or 

b.  36.0±0.5  microseconds  for  Y 
channels. 

176.  Interrogation  Signal  Repetition 
Rate.  The  average  interrogator  pulse 
pair  repetition  rate  shall  not  exceed  30 
pairs  of  pulses  per  second.  This  assumes 
that  interrogators  are  tracking  at  least  95 
percent  of  the  time.  The  repetition  rate 
may  be  increased  during  search,  but  it 
shall  not  exceed  150  pulse  pairs  per 
second. 

177.  Variation  of  Repetition  Rate.  The 
variation  in  time  between  successive 
interrogations  shall  be  sufficient  to 
preclude  mistaking  distance  reply  pulses 
intended  for  another  airborne 
component  tuned  to  the  same  ground 
facility.  It  shall  also  preclude  capture  of 
the  interrogations  of  one  interrogator 
within  the  ground  component  dead  time 
caused  by  the  interrogations  of  other 
avionics. 

178.  Signal  Strength  in  Space,  a.  When 
referenced  to  a  point  in  space  prior  to 
the  ground  station  antenna  intercept,  the 
airborne  component  of  aircraft  operating 
above  18,000  feet  (5,486  m)  AGL  shall 
provide  a  minimum  signal  power  density 
of  —102.5  dBW/m*  (95  percent  time 
availability).  For  aircraft  operating 
below  18,000  (5,486  m)  AGL.  the 
minimum  signal  power  density  shall  be 
-99.0  dBW/m*. 
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b.  These  specified  power  densities 
will  assure  a  minimum  reply  efficiency 
of  70  percent  when: 

(1)  the  pulse  frequency  is  within  ±100 
kHz  of  the  assigned  center  frequency; 

(2)  the  pulse  spacing  is  within  ±0.5 
microseconds  of  nominal  design  center, 
and 

(3)  the  beacon  loading  is  3375  pulse 
pairs  per  second  with  the  echo 
suppression  circuits  disabled. 

c.  For  the  various  operational  service 
volumes  currently  employed  in  the  ATC 
environment,  the  interrogator’s  EIRP 
shall  be  a  minimum  of  +29.0  dBW  for 
those  aircraft  operating  above  18,000 
feet  (5,486  m)  AGL  and  +19.0  dBW  for 
those  operating  below  18,000  feet  (5,486 
m)  AGL.  These  EIRP’s  will  provide  to 
the  ground  beacon  the  power  densities 
necessary  for  satisfactory  performance. 
Since  EIRP  levels  greater  than  +33.0 
dBW  may  impair  system  performance, 
the  interrogator’s  EIRP  shall  not  exceed 
this  value.  (See  Appendix  1) 

179.  Radio  Spectrum.  The  spectrum  of 
the  RF  interrogation  signal  shall  be  such 
that  at  least  90  percent  of  the  energy, 
including  FM  components  in  each  pulse 
shall  be  within  a  0.5  MHz  band  centered 
on  the  nominal-channel  frequency. 

180.  Radiation.  Radiation  from 
airborne  components  shall  not  result  in 
derogation  of  the  operational  use  of  this 
system  by  other  users  or  in  the 
derogation  of  other  aeronautical 
services.  Neither  shall  other  users 
derogate  the  operational  use  of  this 
system  by  valid  DME  or  TACAN  users. 
At  all  frequencies  between  960  and  1215 
MHz,  the  level  of  radiated  CW  signals, 
as  referenced  to  an  isotropic  radiator, 
shall  not  exceed  —60  dBW. 

181.  Component  Functional 
Capabilities  and  Performance.  These 
subparagraphs  identify  functional  and 
operational  performance  requirements 
applicable  to  the  airborne  component. 

182.  Receiver  Stability.  For  each 
channel  in  use,  the  receiver’s  center 
frequency  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
Appendix  3.  The  frequency  stability 
shall  be  ±0.005  percent  or  better. 

183.  Receiver  Sensitivity.  Based  on 
the  signal  power  density  of  paragraph 
123,  the  airborne  components  shall 
provide  the  sensitivity  necessary  to 
acquire  and  display  navigation 
information  to  the  accuracy  specified. 
Clear  and  distinct  reproduction  of 
identification  signals  shall  be  provided. 
(See  Appendix  1). 

184.  Rejection  of  Undesired  Signals. 
The  airborne  component  shall  provide 
undesired  signal  rejection 
characteristics  adequate  to  assure  the 
specified  performance.  For  co-channel 
and  adjacent  channel  DME  and  TACAN 
signals,  this  requirement  shall  be  met 


when  the  respective  signals  provide 
desired  to  undesired  (D/U)  signal  ratios 
up  to  the  maximum  values  stated  in 
paragraph  29.b.  At  these  D/U  ratios,  a 
positive  identification  signal  shall  be 
provided  to  identify  the  groimd 
component. 

185.  Distance  Information.  The 
airborne  component  shall  measure  and 
display  the  slant  range  distance  (in 
nautical  miles)  between  the  aircraft  and 
the  selected  ground  component. 

Note. — The  airborne  component  should  not 
be  capable  of  displaying  excessive  distances. 
Distances  should  be  considered  excessive  for 
a  given  receiver  if  that  receiver  cannot 
reasonably  be  expected  to  operate  at  that 
distance. 

186.  Warning  Function,  Distance.  The 
airborne  component  shall  provide  a 
warning  indication  whenever  the 
airborne  component  is  neither  tracking  a 
distance  reply  signal  nor  operating  from 
memory  (See  paragraph  188).  This 
warning  shall  be  clearly  evident  to  the 
pilot. 

187.  Accuracy  of  Distance 
Information.  When  the  airborne 
component  error  is  combined  by  root- 
sum-square  with  a  ground  component 
error  of  0.1  nmi  (185  m),  the  total  error  in 
slant  range  distance  information,  as 
displayed  to  the  pilot,  shall  not  (except 
during  memory  per  paragraph  188) 
exceed  0.5  nmi  (926  m)  or  3  percent  of 
the  actual  distance,  whichever  is  greater 
(95  percent  probability). 

188.  Memory  Functions.  The  airborne 
component  shall  provide  a  memory 
function  which,  upon  loss  of  a  suitable 
reply  signal  while  tracking,  will  cause 
the  display  of  distance  information  to 
continue  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  15 
seconds.  The  minimum  distance  memory 
shall  be  sufficient  to  cover  the  loss  of 
distance  reply  signals  during 
transmission  of  the  ground  component 
identification  signal.  The  distance 
displayed  during  memory  shall  be 
within  ±1.0  nmi  (1852  m)  of  the 
indication  upon  resumption  of  the 
tracking  function. 

189.  TACAN  Bearing  and  Course 
Deviation  Information.  The  airborne 
component  shall  provide  devices  for 
unambiguous  determination  of  the 
aircraft  magnetic  bearing  with  respect  to 
each  selected  ground  component  and  for 
display  of  the  aircraft  deviation  from  the 
selected  course. 

190.  Course  Deviation  Displays.  The 
response,  readability,  and  resolution  of 
course  deviation  displays  shall  permit 
the  pilot  to  determine  the  direction  and 
extent  of  the  aircraft  deviation  from  the 
selected  course. 

191.  Warning  Function,  Bearing.  The 
airborne  component  shall  provide  a 


warning  indication  whenever  the 
azimuth  signals  are  not  present  and 
when  the  component  is  not  operating  in 
memory.  This  warning  shall  be  clearly 
evident  to  the  pilot. 

192.  Accuracy  of  Bearing  and  Course 
Deviation  Information.  At  any  bearing, 
the  total  airborne  component  error  in 
bearing  and  course  deviation 
information  shall  not  exceed  ±3.0 
degrees  (95  percent  probability)  as 
displayed  to  the  pilot. 

193. -209.  Reserved. 

Appendix  1.  Coverage 

1.  Radio  Propagation.  Propagation 
losses  vary  as  a  function  of  time.  For  a 
given  EIRP,  the  power  density  at  a  point 
in  space  will  fluctuate.  In  addition, 
propagation  loss  will  vary  from  site  to 
site.  This  variation  is  a  function  of 
several  factors  including  atmospheric 
refractivity,  surface  reflectivity,  wave 
polarization,  etc.  Since  the  VOR/DME/ 
TACAN  system  is  a  safety  service, 
signals  must  be  highly  reliable.  With  this 
in  mind,  conservative  assumptions  have 
been  made  for  the  inputs  to  the 
propagation  model.  Figures  2  through  13 
show  standard  VOR,  DME,  and  TACAN 
signal  strengths  (95  percent  time 
availability)  at  various  points  in  space. 

A  time  availability  of  95  percent  means 
that,  at  a  given  point  in  space,  the 
instantaneous  signal  strength  will  be 
greater  than  or  equal  to  the  value  shown 
95  percent  of  the  time.  Although 
propagation  losses  will  differ  from  site 
to  site,  the  signal  strength  curves  of  this 
appendix  are  recommended  for 
purposes  of  standardization.  It  is 
important  to  remember  that  for  the 
distance  function  of  DME  and  TACAN 
both  the  ground-to-air  and  air-to-ground 
transmissions  must  be  considered. 

2.  Ground  Station.  The  EIRP’s  and 
resultant  signal  strength  in  space  curves 
given  in  figures  2  through  13  are 
nominal.  Allowances  should  be  made 
for  different  EIRP’s  and  for  other 
variations  in  station  characteristics. 
Some  ground  stations  may  have  higher 
cable  losses  (e.g.,  mountain  top 
installations  sometimes  require  longer 
cable  runs).  In  addition,  intervening 
terrain  may  increase  the  transmission 
path  loss.  Should  this  occur,  it  may  be 
necessary  to  reduce  the  service  volume 
accordingly. 

3.  VOR  Coverage,  a.  The  power 
density  specified  in  paragraph  53  (—120 
dBW/m2)  is  equivalent  to  —123  dBW 
power  available  at  the  output  of  a 
lossless  isotropic  antenna  (at  118  MHz). 
Allowance  must  be  made  for  the 
airborne  antenna  and  for  cable  and 
insertion  losses.  Users  will  balance  their 
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airborne  power  budgets  in  different 
ways.  Two  examples  are  shown  below. 


Example 

1 

Example 

2 

.  123 

-123 

+2.2 

-1 

Airborne  Losses  (dB) . 

.  -2.2 

-4 

Receiver  Sensitivity  (dBW) . . 

.  -123 

-128 

'Does  not  consider  variations  due  to  antenna  locations 
or  other  factors  which  influence  antenna  gain  due  to 
shielding. 


b.  Many  other  examples  could  be 
given.  It  is  the  user’s  responsibility  to 
insure  that  the  airborne  installation  will 
allow  proper  operation  at  the  minimum 
signal  strength  of  paragraph  53.  In 
considering  airborne  antenna  gain, 
antenna  pattern  variation  should  not  be 
neglected. 

4.  DME/TACAN (uplink)  Coverage,  a. 
The  power  densities  specified  in 
paragraph  123  are  referenced  to  the 
powers  available  at  a  point  in  space. 
Allowance  must  be  made  for  the 
airborne  antenna  and  for  cable  and 
insertion  losses.  Users  will  balance  their 
airborne  power  budgets  indifferent 
ways.  Two  examples  of  how  users  might 
balance  their  airborne  power  budgets 
for  the  DME  and  TACAN  are  shown  as 
follows: 


Example  1 

Example  2 

DME 

(100W) 

TACAN 

DME 

(100W) 

TACAN 

Power  available .... 

-109.0 

*—114.5 

-109.0 

*--114.8 

Airborne  antenna 

gain  1 . 

+2.0 

»+2.0 

+0.5 

3 +0.5 

Airborne  losses . 

3.0 

4-3D 

—  1.5* 

-1.5 

Rx  sensiflvHy . 

-110.0 

*-115.5 

-110.0 

*-115.5 

1  Does  not  consider  variations  due  to  antenna  location  or 
other  factors  which  influence  antenna  gain  due  to  shielding. 
*dBW. 

;'dat 

»dB, 

b.  Many  other  examples  could  be 
given.  It  is  the  user's  responsibility  to 
insure  that  the  airborne  installation  will 
allow  proper  operation  at  the  minimum 
signal  strengths  of  paragraph  123.  An 
airborne  DME  installation  with  1  db  of 


loss  (antenna  pattern,  cable  and 
insertion  losses,  signal  splitters,  etc.) 
would  require  a  sensitivy  of  —110.0 
dBw.  An  airborne  TACAN  installation 
with  1  dB  of  loss  would  require  a 
sensitivity  of  —115.5  dBW.  When  the 
total  loss  is  different  than  1  dB,  a 
corresponding  adjustment  must  be  made 
to  determine  the  required  sensitivity.  In 
considering  airborne  antenna  gain, 
antenna  pattern  variation  should  not  be 
neglected. 

5.  DME/TACAN  (downlink)  coverage. 
a.  the  minimum  power  density  specified 
in  paragraph  178  for  the  input  to  the 
ground  station  antenna  is  —99.0  dBW / 
m2  for  DME  and  —102.5  dBW/m2  for 
TACAN.  These  power  density  values 
are  necessary  to  generate  a  reply 
efficiency  of  70  percent  from  the 
transponder  during  periods  when  the 
transponder  is  under  heavy  load  and 
when  the  interrogation  signal  is  within 
±100  kHz  of  the  nominal  channel 
frequency  and  its  pulse  pair  spacing  is 
with  ±0.5  microseconds  of  the  nominal 
system  value,  the  association  of 
interrogator  signal  strength  and 
transponder  sensitivity  is  as  follows. 


DME 

TACAN 

Transponder  sensitivity  per  paragraph 

115 . 

-94.0 

-97.0  dBm 

Net  coupling  to  receiver  per . . — 

(1)  +8.2  dBi  DME  antenna  gain 

+6.7 

+3.0  dB 

on  horizon. 


—  1.5  dB  Net  losses  (cable 

and  insertion) - - 

(2)  +4.5  dBi  TACAN  antenna 

gain  on  horizon . 

—1.5  dB  Net  losses  (cable 

and  insertion)................... . . 

Receiver  input  for  70  percent  efficien-  ' 


cy  per  paragraph  115 _ -87.3  -94.0  dBw 

Sensitivity  reduction  per  paragraphs 

116  and  117 - -  +2.0  +2.0  dB 

Receiver  input  for  70  percent  efficien¬ 
cy _ _ _  -85.3  -  92.0  d8m 


b.  It  is  the  user’s  responsibility  to 
provide  that  signal  strength  to  insure 
proper  operation  for  those  conditions 


stated  in  paragraph  178.  For  the 
requirement  of  70  percent  reply 
efficiency: 

DME  TACAN 


Reciever  input  per  condttions  of  para¬ 
graph  178 _ _  -85.0  -92.0  dBm 

Net  coupling  per  antenna _  -6.7  -3.0  dB 

Signal  strength  at  the  antenna  input .  -91.7  -95.0  dBm 

Power  density  at  the  antenna  input  -99.2  - 102.5 

dBW/m5 

Value  used  in  paragraph  178 _ -99.2  -102.5 

dBW/m5 


6.  Time  Availability.  At  a  point  in 
space,  signal  strength  will  vary  with 
time  even  when  the  ground  transmitter’s 
EIRP  remains  constant.  A  similar 
statement  could  be  made  for  D/U  signal 
ratios.  This  variation  is  largely  due  to 
propagation  effects  under  different 
environmental  conditions.  Examples 
include  atmospheric  refractivity, 
seasonal  changes  in  ground  cover,  and 
surface  reflectivity.  Numerous  other 
factors  are  also  involved.  Although  it  is 
difficult  to  accurately  describe  all  the 
variables  involved,  the  situation  can  be 
adequately  covered  by  statistical 
treatment.  A  helpful  concept,  in  a 
statistical  discussion  of  reliability,  is 
time  availability.  It  is  that  percentage  of 
time  that  a  given  signal  strength  or  D/U 
Ratio  is  met  or  exceeded.  Figure  1  shows 
an  example  of  signal  strength  as  a 
function  of  time  availability.  For  a  time 
availability  of  95  percent,  the  signal 
strength  is  — 120dBW/m*  This  means 
that  a  signal  strength  of  —120  DBW/m* 
or  greater  is  present  95  percent  of  the 
time.  For  a  time  availability  of  50 
percent  the  signal  strength  is 
— 117dBW/*at  the  same  point  in  space 
assuming  the  same  constant  ground 
station  characteristics.  In  a  similar 
manner,  the  signal  strength  present  for 
any  given  percentage  of  the  time  can  be 
read  from  the  graph.  This  graph  does 
not,  however,  take  transmitter  down 
time  into  account. 

BULLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


SIGNAL  STRENGTH  IN  SPACE  (dBW/m*) 


18862 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  58  /  Thursday,  March  26,  1981  /  Notices 


DISTANCE  FROM  THE  DESIRED  STATION 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  58  /  Thursday,  March  26, 1981  /  Notices 


DISTANCE  FROM  THE  DESIRED  STATION 


13864 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  58  /  Thursday,  March  26, 1981  /  Notices 


ALTITUDE  IN  THOUSANDS  OF  METERS 


FIGURE  3.  TACAN  (RTB-2)  Signal  Strength  In  Space  -  Long 
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FIGURE  8.  VOR  Signal  Strength  In  Space  —  Long  Range 


FIGURE  9.  TACAN  (RTB-2)  Signal  Strength  In  Space  -  Short  Range 
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FIGURE  10.  Cardion  OME  Signal  Strength  In  Space  -  Short  Range 
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FIGURE  11.  Cardion  DME  Signal  Strength  In  Space  —  Short  Range 
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FIGURE  12.  Montek  DME  Signal  Strength  In  Space  -  Short  Range 
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FIGURE  13.  Montek  DME  Signal  Strength  In  Space  —  Short  Range 
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Appendix  2.  System  Accuracy 

1.  System  Accuracy.  The  accuracies 
described  and  quantified  below 
represent  the  normal  error  budget  for  a 
VOR/DME/TACAN  system  that 
includes  basic  avionics  with  analog 
indicators,  a  typical  ground  station  and 
an  environment  that  does  not  include 
errors  caused  by  excessive  multipath. 
Margin  for  pilot  induced  flight  technical 
error  is  also  included.  The  error  terms 1 
are  defined  as  follows. 

2.  Bearing  Error  Component 
Definition. 

a.  Radial  Signal  Error  (Eg).  Radial 
signal  error  is  the  difference  between 
the  nominal  magnetic  bearing  to  a  point 
of  measurement  from  the  ground 
component  and  the  bearing  indicated  by 
the  ground  component  signal  at  the 
same  point.  The  radial  signal  error  is 
associated  with  the  ground  component 
and  nominal  signal  path  errors  but 
excludes  other  error  factors.  It  is  made 
up  of  the  following. 

(1]  certain  constant  elements  such  as 
course  displacement  errors  and  most 
site  and  terrain  effect  errors  which  may 
be  considered  as  fixed  for  long  periods 
of  time. 

(2)  certain  random  variable  errors 
which  can  be  expected  to  vary  about  the 
essentially  constant  value. 

b.  Airborne  Component  Error  (Ea). 
Airborne  component  error  is  that  error 
attributable  to  the  inability  of  the 
airborne  equipment  to  translate 
correctly  the  bearing  information 
contained  in  the  radial  signal.  This 
element  embraces  all  factors  in  the 
airborne  component  which  introduce 
errors  in  the  information  presented  to 
the  pilot.  (Errors  resulting  from  the  use 
of  compass  information  in  some  VOR 
and  TACAN  displays  are  not  included.) 

c.  Instrumentation  Error  (Ei).  This 
component  consists  of  the  limitation  of 
the  omni-bearing  selector  (OBS)  units 
due  to  the  resolution  of  the  device  and 
the  inherent  error  of  translating  the  pilot 
input  to  the  avionic  comparator.  This 
comparator  derives  the  difference 
between  the  actual  radial  computed  and 
the  selected  radial  which  the  pilot 
requires.  This  difference  is  normally 
displayed  on  a  course  deviation 
indicator  (CDI)  whose  errors  are 
considered  a  part  of  (Ea). 

d.  Flight  Technical  Error  (Ef).  Flight 
technical  error  refers  to  the  accuracy 
with  which  the  pilot  controls  the  aircraft 
as  measured  by  his  success  in  causing 
the  indicated  aircraft  position  to  match 
the  indicated  command  for  desired 
position.  It  does  not  include  procedural 
blunders. 

1  Quantitative  values  assume  95  percentile 
distribution. 


e.  Aggregate  Error  (Es).  Aggregate 
error  is  the  difference  between  the 
magnetic  bearing  to  a  point  of 
measurement  from  the  ground 
component  and  the  bearing  indicated  by 
airborne  components.  This  is  the  error  in 
the  information  presented  to  the  pilot 
(exclusive  of  any  errors  resulting  from 
use  of  compass  information).  It  takes 
into  account  not  only  the  ground 
component  and  propagation  path  errors 
but  also  the  error  contributed  by  the 
airborne  component  and  its 
instrumentation.  The  entire  radial  signal 
error,  both  fixed  and  variable  is  used. 

3.  Error  Combination.  Since  the  errors 
above,  when  considered  on  a  total 
system  basis  (not  any  individual  radials 
or  components)  are  independent 
variables,  they  may  be  combined  by  the 
root-sum-square  (RSS)  method  to 
calculate  aggregate  system  error  (Es) 
when  the  same  probability  is  given  to 
each  element.  For  purposes  of  this 
standard,  each  element  is  considered  to 
have  95  percent  probability. 

a.  Radial  Signal  Error  (Eg).  In 
practice,  based  on  a  significant  number 
of  accumulated  data  points,  the  radial 
signal  error  value  (Eg)  has  been  found  to 
be  ±1.4  degrees  (95  percent  probability). 

b.  Airborne  Component  Error  (Ea). 
This  component  is  strictly  limited  to 
those  errors  attributable  to  the  avionics. 
In  other  words,  this  value  excludes  that 
which  is  due  to  the  auto-couple  of 
navigation  deviation  signals  to  aircraft 
controls  and  other  output  devices  such 
as  the  omni-bearing  selector  (OBS), 
either  in  the  manual  or  auto-couple 
mode.  This  value  (Ea)  has  been 
estimated  to  be  approximately  ±3.0 
degrees  and  may  vary  as  to  the  quality 
of  the  avionics.  This  distribution  is 
considered  normal  both  from  a 
capability  standpoint  between 
manufacturers  and  a  quality  standpoint 
by  any  one  manufacturer.  Recent 
avionics  have  shown  the  capability  to 
reduce  this  error. 

c.  Instrumentation  Error  (Ei).  This 
represents  the  remainder  of  the  avionics 
error  that  is  excluded  from  paragraph 
3.b  of  this  Appendix.  This  error  is 
approximately  ±2.0  degrees  when  a 
manual  analog  OBS  is  utilized.  Digital 
OBS  devices  and  auto-couple  would 
decrease  this  error  significantly.  This 
latter  configuration  is  not  addressed  in 
this  analysis,  but  could  represent  a 
considerable  improvement  to  the  total 
error  budget,  if  implemented. 

d.  Flight  Technical  Error  (Ef).  As 
defined  in  paragraph  2.d  of  this 
Appendix,  the  value  which  is 
attributable  to  this  error  component  is 
±2.3  degrees.  Although  this  error  may 
not  be  completely  independent  of  other 
errors,  independence  is  assumed  in  this 


analysis.  Empirical  data  indicates  that 
this  value  may  be  pessimistic. 

e.  Aggregate  Error  (Es).  Airways, 
routes,  and  terminal  area  procedures  in 
the  United  States  are  designed  on  the 
basis  of  a  system  use  accuracy  of  ±4.5 
degrees  (95  percent  probability).  The 
aggregate  system  error  value  is  derived 
as  follows: 

Radial  Signal  Error  (Eg):  ±1.4  degrees  (95% 
probability) 

Airborne  Component  Error  (Ea):  ±3.0  degrees 
(95%  probability) 

Instrumentation  Setting  Error  (Ei):  +2.0 
degrees  (95%  probability) 

Flight  Technical  Error  (Ef):  2.3  degrees  (95% 
probability) 

Aggregate  System  Error  (Es) 

=  Eg2+Ea2+Ei2+Ef2 
=  1.42+  3.02+  2.02+  2.3  2 
=  1.96+  9.00+  4.00+  5.29 
=  20.25 

Rounded  =  ±4.5  degrees  (95%  probability) 

Distance  Error.  Refer  to  paragraph  187 
of  this  standard. 

APPENDIX  3. — VOR-DME-  TACAN  Channel 
Frequencies  and  Pairing 
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.  108.10  ILS . . 

1042 

979 

18Y . 

.  108.15  ILS . 

1042 

1105 

19X . 

.....  108.20  VOR - 

1043 

980 

19Y . 

.  108.25  VOR .  • 

1043 

1106 

20X . 

.  108.30  ILS . . 

1044 

981 

20Y . 

.  108.35  ILS . 

1044 

1107 

21X . 

.  10840  VOR 

1045 

982 

22X . 

.  108.50  ILS . 

1046 

983 

23X . 

.  108.60  VOR . 

1047 

984 

23  Y . 

.  108.85  VOR 

1047 

1110 

24X . 

.  108.70  ILS . - 

1048 

985 

24  Y . 

.  108.75  ILS . 

1048 

1111 

25X . 

.  108.80  VOR . 

1049 

986 

25  Y . 

.  108.85  VOR . 

1049 

1112 

26X . 

.  108.90  ILS.™_ _ 

1050 

987 

! 


18876 
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APPENDIX  3.— VOR-DME- TA CA N  Channel 
Frequencies  and  Pairing— Continued 

APPENDIX  Z.—VOR-DME-TACAN  Channel 
Frequencies  and  Pairing— Continued 

APPENDIX  3. — VOR-DME-  TACAN  Channel 
Frequencies  and  Pairing— Continued 

DME-TACAN 

DME-TACAN 

DME-TACAN  • 

Channel  No.  ^LncvMHz  ln,efr  .  Reply 

frequency  wnz  frequency  frequency 

MHz  MHz 

Channel  No.  tnterr.  Reply 

frequency  MHz  frequency  frequency 

MHz  MHz 

Channel  No  f,eouencvnMHz  ln,err'  Reply 

frequency  MHz  frequency  frequency 

MHz  MHz 

26Y _  108.95  IIS _  1050  1113 

27X .  109.00  VOR .  1051  988 

27 Y. .  109.05  VOR _  1051  1114 

28X _  109.10  ILS ...... _  1052  989 

28Y .  109.15  ILS _  1052  1115 

29X _  109.20  VOR _  1053  990 

29Y _  109.25  VOR _  1053  1116 

30X _  109.30  ILS _  1054  991 

30Y _  109.35  ILS _  1054  1117 

31X . .  109.40  VOR _  1055  992 

31Y... .  109.45  VOR _  1055  1118 

32X:. _ ..  109.50  ILS _  1056  993 

32Y _  109.55  ILS _  1056  1119 

33X _  109.60  VOR _  1057  994 

33Y .  109.65  VOR _  1057  1120 

34X _  109.70  ILS _  1058  995 

34Y . .  109.75  ILS _  1058  1121 

35X . .  109.80  VOR _  1059  996 

35Y _  109.85  VOR _  1059  1122 

36X .  109.90  ILS _  1060  997 

36Y _  109.95  ILS _  1060  1123 

37X _  110.00  VOR _  1061  998 

37Y _ 110.05  VOR _  1061  1124 

38X _  110.10  ILS _  1062  999 

38Y _  110.15  ILS _  1062  1125 

39X _  110.20  VOR _  1063  1000 

39Y _  110.20  VOR _  1063  1126 

40X .  110.30  ILS . .  1064  1001' 

40Y _  110.35  ILS _  1064  1127 

41X _  110.40  VOR _  1065  1002 

41Y _  110.45  VOR _ _  1065  1128 

42X .  110.50  ILS _  1066  1003 

42Y _  110.55  ILS _  1066  1129 

43X . . .  110.60  VOR _ _  1067  1004 

43Y _  110.65  VOR _  1067  1130 

44X _  110.70  ILS _  1068  1005 

44Y _  110.75  ILS _  1068  1131 

45X _  110.80  VOR _  1069  1006 

45Y . .  110.85  VOR _  1069  1132 

46X .  110.90  ILS _  1070  1007 

46Y _  110.95  ILS _  1070  1133 

47X _  111.00  VOR _  1071  1008 

47Y _  111.05  VOR _  1071  1134 

48X .  111.10  ILS . .  1072  1009 

48Y .  111.15  ILS _  1072  1135 

49X .  111.20  VOR _  1073  1010 

49Y .  111.25  VOR _  1073  1136 

50X .  111.30  ILS _  1074  1011 

50Y .  111.35  ILS _  1074  1137 

51X _  111.40  VOR _  1075  1012 

51Y _  111.45  VOR _  1075  1138 

52X.... .  111.50  ILS _  1076  1013 

52Y _  111.55  ILS _  1076  1139 

53X .  111.60  VOR _  1077  1014 

53Y_ . _.  111.65  VOR _  1077  1140 

54X.. .  111.70  ILS _  1078  1015 

54 Y.. . .  111.75  ILS -  1078  1141 

55X . .  111.80  VOR _  1079  1016 

65Y .  111.85  VOR _  1079  1142 

56X — .  111.90  ILS _  1080  1017 

56Y _  111.95  ILS _  1080  1143 

57X .  112.00  VOR _  1081  1018 

57Y_ . .  112  05  VOR _  1081  1144 

58X .  112.10  VOR _  1082  1019 

58Y _  112.15  VOR _ _  1082  1145 

59X _  112.20  VOR _  1083  1020 

59Y._ . .  112.25  VOR _  1083  1146 

60X. .  1084 _  1021 

60Y _  1084 . .  H47 

61X _  1085 . . .  1022 

61Y _  1085 _  1148 

62X .  1086 _  1023 

62Y _ _  1086 . .  1149 

63X .  1087 . . 1024 

63Y _  1087 . . 1150 

64X- .  1088 . . 1151 

64Y.„ .  1088 . . 1025 

65X . .  1089. . .  1152 

65Y -  1089 . .  1026 

66X -  1090 . .  1153 

66H .  1090 . . .  1027 

67X _  1091 . .  1154 

67Y _  1091 . . .  1028 

68X -  1092 . .  1155 

68Y _  1092 . .  1029 

69X .  1093 . .  1156 

69Y -  1093 _ _  1030 


70X . 

....  112.30  VOR . 

1094 

1157 

70Y . 

....  112  35  VOR . 

1094 

1031 

71X . 

....  112  40  VOR . 

1095 

1158 

1095 

1032 

72X . 

....  112.50  VOR . 

1096 

1159 

72Y . 

.  112.55  VOR . 

1096 

1033 

73X . 

....  112.60  VOR . 

1097 

1160 

73Y . 

.  112.65  VOR . 

1097 

1034 

74X . 

.  112.70  VOR . 

1098 

1161 

74  Y . 

.  112.75  VOR . 

1098 

1035 

1162 

75Y . 

.  112.85  VOR . 

1099 

1036 

76X . 

.  112.90  VOR . 

1100 

1163 

76Y . 

.  112.95  VOR . 

1100 

1037 

77X . 

.  113.00  VOR . 

1101 

1164 

77Y . 

.  113.05  VOR  ... . 

1102 

1038 

78X . 

.  113.10  VOR . 

1102 

1165 

78Y . 

.  113.15  VOR . 

1102 

1039 

79X . 

.  113.20  VOR . 

1103 

1166 

79Y . 

.  113.25  VOR . 

1103 

1040 

80X . 

.  113.30  VOR . 

1104 

1167 

80Y . 

_  113.35  VOR . 

1104 

1041 

81X . 

_  113.40  VOR . 

1105 

1168 

81Y . 

.  113.45  VOR . 

1105 

1042 

82X . 

.  113.50  VOR . 

1106 

1169 

82Y.„ . 

.  113.55  VOR . 

1106 

1043 

83X . 

.  113.60  VOR . 

1107 

1170 

83Y . 

.  113.65  VOR . 

1107 

1044 

84X . 

_  113.70  VOR . 

1108 

1171 

84Y . 

.  113.75  VOR . 

1108 

1045 

85X . 

.  113.80  VOR . 

1109 

1172 

85Y . 

.  113.85  VOR . 

1109 

1046 

86X . 

.  113.90  VOR . 

1110 

1173 

86Y . 

......  113.95  VOR . 

1110 

1047 

87X . 

.  114.00  VOR . 

1111 

1174 

87Y . 

.  114.05  VOR . 

1111 

1048 

68X 

1112 

1175 

88Y . 

.  114.15  VOR . 

1112 

1049 

89X.  . . 

1176 

89Y . 

.  1 14  25  VOR  . . 

1113 

1050 

90X . 

......  114  30  VOR . 

11 14 

1177 

90Y . 

.  114.35  VOR . 

1114 

1051 

91X . . 

.  114.40  VOR _ 

1115 

1178 

91 Y . 

..._.  114  45  VOR . 

1115 

1052 

92X . 

......  114  50  VOR . 

1116 

1179 

92Y . 

.  114.55  VOR . 

1116 

1053 

93X . 

.  114.60  VOR . . 

1117 

1180 

93Y . 

114  65  VOR  . . 

1117 

1054 

94  X . 

.  114  70  VOR . 

1118 

1181 

94Y . 

.  1 14.75  VOR . 

1118 

1055 

95X . 

.  114.80  VOR . 

1119 

1182 

95Y . 

.  114.85  VOR . 

1119 

1056 

96X . 

.  114.90  VOR . 

1120 

1183 

96Y . 

97X . 

.  115.00  VOR . 

1121 

1184 

97Y . 

.  115.05  VOR . 

1121 

1058 

98X . 

.  115.10  VOR . 

1122 

1185 

98Y . 

.  115.15  VOR ...... . 

1122 

1059 

99X . 

.  115.20  VOR . 

1123 

1186 

99Y . 

.  115.25  VOR . 

1123 

1060 

100X . 

.  115.30  VOR . 

1124 

1187 

100Y . 

_  115.35  VOR . . 

1124 

1061 

101X . 

.  115.40  VOR . 

1125 

1188 

101Y . 

.  115.45  VOR . 

1125 

1062 

102X . 

.  115.50  VOR . 

1126 

1189 

102Y . 

.  115.55  VOR . 

1126 

1063 

103X . 

.  115.60  VOR . 

1127 

1190 

103Y . 

_  115.65  VOR . 

1127 

1064 

104X . 

.  115.70  VOR . 

1128 

1191 

104Y . 

.  115.75  VOR . 

1128 

1065 

105X . .  115.80  VOR _ 

1129 

1192 

105Y . 

.  115.85  VOR . 

1129 

1066 

106X . 

.  115.90  VOR . 

1130 

1193 

106Y . 

.  115.95  VOR . 

1130 

1067 

107X . 

.  116.00  VOR . 

1131 

1194 

107Y . 

.  116.05  VOR . 

1131 

1068 

106X . 

.  116.10  VOR . 

1132 

1195 

10SY . 

_  116.15  VOR . 

1132 

1069 

109X . 

.  116.20  VOR . 

1133 

1196 

109Y . 

.  116.25  VOR .  1133 

1070 

110X . 

110Y . 

.  116.35  VOR . 

1071 

1 1 1X . 

.  116.40  VOR . 

1135 

1198 

1 1 1 Y . 

.  116.45  VOR . 

1 135 

1072 

112X . 

.  116.50  VOR . 

1136 

1199 

1 12Y . 

.  116.55  VOR . 

1136 

1073 

1 13X . 

.  116.60  VOR . 

1137 

1200 

113Y _ _  116.65  VOR _ _  1137  1074 


114X . 

116.70  VOR . 

1138 

1201 

1 14Y . 

116.75  VOR . 

1138 

1075 

115X . 

116.80  VOR . 

1139 

1202 

1 15Y . 

116.85  VOR . 

1139 

1076 

1 16X . 

1 16.90  VOR . 

1140 

1203 

116Y . 

116.95  VOR . 

1140 

1077 

117X . 

117.00  VOR . 

1141 

1204 

1 17Y . 

117.05  VOR . 

1141 

1078 

1 18X . 

117.10  VOR . 

1142 

1205 

118Y . 

117.15  VOR . . . 

1142 

1079 

119X . 

117.20  VOR . 

1143 

1206 

119Y . 

117.25  VOR . 

1143 

1080 

120X . 

117.30  VOR . 

1144 

1207 

I20Y . 

117  35  VOR . 

1144 

1081 

121 X . 

117.40  VOR . 

1145 

1208 

121Y . - . 

1 17.45  VOR . 

1145 

1082 

122X . 

117.50  VOR . 

1146 

1209 

122Y . 

117.55  VOR . 

1146 

1083 

123X . 

117.60  VOR . 

1147 

1210 

123Y . 

117.65  VOR . 

1147 

1084 

124X . 

117.70  VOR . 

1148 

1211 

124Y . 

117.75  VOR . 

1148 

1085 

125X . 

125Y . 

117.85  VOR . 

1149 

1086 

126X . 

117.90  VOR . 

1150 

1213 

126Y . 

117.95  VOR . 

1150 

1087 

■The  frequencies  associated  with  Channels  17X,  17Y  and 
18X  are  test  frequencies.  Assignments  may  be  made  to 
VOTs.  ramp  testers,  radiating  test  generators,  and  other  test 
facilities.  ILS,  VOR,  and  DME-TACAN  assignments  should 
not  be  made  on  these  channels.  This  has  been  coordinated 
with  the  FCC.  See  47  CFR  87.521(d);  FCC  Rules  and 
Regulations,  Part  87,  paragraph  87.521(d). 


Appendix  4.  Definitions 

AGL — Above  Ground  Level 
AIM — Airman’s  Information  Manual 
ATC — Air  Traffic  Control 
CDI — Course  Deviation  Indicator 
CW — Continuous  Wave 
DME — Distance  Measuring  Equipment 
DSBDVOR — Double  Sideband  Doppler 
Very  High  Frequency  Omnidirectional 
Radio  Range 

D/U  Ratio — Desired  to  Undesired  Ratio 
EIRP — Equivalent  Isotropic  Radiated 
Power 

ESV — Expanded  Service  Volume 
FAA — Federal  Aviation  Administration 
FTE — Flight  Technical  Error 
H — High  Altitude  Sendee  Volume 
HVORTAC — High  Altitude  Very  High 
Frequency  Omnidirectional  Radio 
Range  and  Tactical  Air  Navigation 
Hz — Hertz 

ICAO — International  Civil  Aviation 
Organization 

IFR — Instrument  Flight  Rules 
ILS — Instrument  Landing  System 
L — Low  Altitude  Service  Volume 
LDME — Low  Altitude  Distance 
Measuring  Equipment 
NAS — National  Airspace  System 
NAVAIDS — Navigational  Aids 
nmi — Nautical  Mile 
NOTAM — Notice  to  Airman 
OBS — Omni  Bearing  Selector 
RF — Radio  Frequency 
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RNAV — Area  Navigation 
RSS — Root-Sum-Square 
SSV — Standard  Service  Volume 
T — Terminal  Service  Volume 
TACAN — Tactical  Air  Navigation 
TVOR — Terminal  Very  High  Frequency 
Omnidirectional  Radio  Range 
UHF — Ultra  High  Frequency 
VHF — Very  High  Frequency 
VOR — Very  High  Frequency 
Omnidirectional  Radio  Range 
VOR/DME — Very  High  Frequency 
Omnidirectional  Radio  Range/ 
Distance  Measuring  Equipment 
VORTAC — Very  High  Frequency 
Omnidirectional  Radio  Rahge  and 
Tactical  Air  Navigation 
X  Channel  and  Y  Channel — Frequency 
Pairing  for  Distance  Measuring 
Equipment  and  Tactical  Air 
Navigation 

(FR  Doc.  81-9128  Filed  3-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


Legal  Opinion  as  to  Whether  the 
Lessee  of  an  Aircraft  Conveyed  Under 
a  Finance  Lease  is  the  Owner  of  the 
Aircraft  for  Purposes  of  United  States 
Aircraft  Registration 

American  Airlines  has  requested  the 
legal  opinion  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  as  to  whether  the 
lessee  of  an  aircraft  conveyed  under  a 
finance  lease  is  the  “owner”  of  the 
aircraft  under  Section  501  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49 
U.S.C.  1401)  for  purposes  of  obtaining 
U.S.  registration  of  the  leased  aircraft 
Because  of  the  extensive  interest  among 
finance  institutions  and  other  United 
States  airlines  in  the  specific  legal  issue 
raised  by  American  Airlines,  the  FAA 
has  concluded  that  the  information 
contained  in  the  legal  opinion  provided 
to  American  Airlines  should  receive 
broad  dissemination. 

Accordingly,  the  FAA  publishes  its 
response  to  American  Airlines 
concerning  the  status  of  a  lessee  of  an 
aircraft  conveyed  under  a  finance  lease. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Mr.  John  T.  Stewart,  Jr.,  Assistant  Chief 
Counsel,  International  Affairs  and  Legal 
Policy  Staff,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20591.  Telephone  (202) 
426-3515. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  March  23, 
1981. 

Albert  B.  Randall, 

Acting  Chief  Counsel. 

March  19, 1981. 

Richard  A.  Lempert,  Esquire 
Vice  President  and  General  Counsel, 

American  Airlines,  Box  61616,  Dallas/ 
Forth  Worth,  Texas 


Dear  Mr.  Lempert:  This  is  in  response  to 
your  recent  inquires  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  as  to  whether  the 
lessee  of  an  aircraft  which  is  the  subject  of  a 
lease,  wherein  all  the  risks  and  rewards  of 
ownership,  except  legal  title,  pass  to  the 
lessee  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  a  finance 
lease)  is  the  owner  of  the  aircraft  under 
Section  501  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1401)  (Act).  It  is 
my  considered  opinion  that  an  aircraft 
conveyed  under  a  finance  lease  which 
conforms  to  the  characteristics  described 
herein  may  be  registered  by  the  lessee  as 
owner. 

“Owner”,  not  defined  in  the  Act,  has  been 
defined  in  Part  47  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (FAR)  as  follows: 

“.  .  .  'owner’  includes  the  buyer  in 
possession,  a  bailee,  or  a  lessee  of  an  aircraft 
under  a  contract  of  conditional  sale,  and  the 
assignee  of  that  person.”  14  CFR  §  47.5(d). 

This  definition  is  designed  to  make  explicit 
that  the  buyer,  lessee  or  bailee  under  a 
contract  of  conditional  sale,  as  defined  in 
Section  101(19)  of  the  Act,  is  considered  to  be 
the  owner  of  the  aircraft  for  purposes  of  Part 
47  of  the  FAR.  The  definition  is  not  exclusive. 
For  example,  the  buyer  of  an  aircraft 
pursuant  to  a  contract  which  transfers  all 
rights,  including  title,  in  the  aircraft  is  not 
specifically  included  in  Section  47.5(d). 
Section  47.5(d)  implicity  recognizes  that  other 
forms  of  ownership  may  exist  under  the  law 
and  that,  in  the  absence  of  any  countervailing 
Federal  interest,  the  FAA  may  recognize 
those  forms  of  ownership.  Therefore,  the 
FAA’s  determination  of  the  owner  of  an 
aircraft,  for  purposes  of  aircraft  registration, 
must  necessarily  be  based  upon  the  reasons 
for  aircraft  registration. 

The  fundamental  purpose  of  aircraft 
registration  is  identification  of  the  aircraft 
with  the  country  that  is  responsible  for  it.  By 
virtue  of  the  Convention  on  International 
Civil  Aviation  (Chicago  Convention),  the 
United  States  has  certain  international 
aviation  safety  responsibilities  for  aircraft  of 
U.S.  nationality.  Under  the  Chicago 
Convention,  the  means  of  affixing  nationality 
is  aircraft  registration.  Aircraft  registration  in 
the  majority  of  contracting  States  is 
contingent  upon  the  owner  or  operator  of  an 
aircraft  having  some  chosen  connection  to 
the  State  of  registry.  Under  the  Act,  an 
aircraft  is  eligible  for  registration  in  the 
United  States,  only  if  it  is  owned  by  U.S. 
Citizens,  resident  aliens,  or  noncitizen  U.S. 
corporations  which  base  and  primarily  use 
the  aircraft  in  the  United  States. 

The  Act  limits  U.S.  aircraft  registration  to  a 
class  of  persons  over  which  the  United  States 
has  some  degree  of  jurisdiction.  "Ownership” 
is  necessary  to  provide  a  reliable  and  easily 
ascertainable  legal  link  between  a  member  of 
that  class  and  the  aircraft.  These 
requirements  jointly  are  a  means  of  insuring 
that  international  and  domestic  laws  and 
policies  with  regard  to  an  aircraft  of  United 
States  registry  will  be  carried  out. 

Accordingly,  the  interest  of  the  FAA  in 
ascertaining  the  owner  of  an  aircraft  is 
limited  and  particularized.  Section  501(f)  of 
the  Act  provides  that: 

'*  ‘a  certificate  of  registration’  shall  be 
conclusive  evidence  of  nationality  for 


international  purposes,  but  not  in  any 
proceeding  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States.  Registration  shall  not  be  evidence  of 
ownership  of  aircraft  in  any  proceeding  in 
which  such  ownership  by  a  particular  person 
is,  or  may  be,  in  issue.” 

This  section  implies  that  the  FAA's 
determination  of  the  “owner”  may  not 
necessarily  coincide  with  a  determination  of 
ownership  in  another  forum,  for  other 
purposes.  As  explained  in  1938  by  Fred  D. 
Fagg,  Director  of  Air  Commerce.  Department 
of  Commerce,  .  .  we  are  interested  only 
from  the  standpoint  of  nationality  of  the 
owner  rather  than  whether  he  actually 
possesses  legal  title.” 

Until  1938,  the  proper  owner  of  an  aircraft 
for  purposes  of  U.S.  registration  was  deemed 
to  be  the  person  with  all  rights,  including 
legal  title,  in  the  aircraft.  In  In  the  Matter  of 
Charles  P.  O'Connor  for  Registration  of 
Aircraft,  1  CAA  5  (1938),  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority,  the  predecessor 
agency  to  the  FAA,  recognized  the  buyer  of 
an  aircraft  under  a  contract  of  conditional 
sale  as  the  “owner”  of  the  aircraft  under 
Section  501  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of 
1938  (52  Stat.  1005  (1938)).  After  an 
acknowledgement  that  more  than  one  kind  of 
ownership  exists  under  common  law,  the 
CAA  adopted  the  theory  that  as  between  the 
seller,  who  “holds  legal  title,  in  effect,  as 
security  for  its  debt,”  and  the  purchaser,  who 
had  “complete  control  over  the  aircraft  to  do 
with  as  he  will  even  as  against  the  seller  so 
long  as  payments  are  duly  made,”  the  latter 
was  the  proper  person  to  be  considered 
“owner”. 

Under  the  Uniform  Commercial  Code 
(UCC),  the  rights,  obligations  and  remedies  of 
a  conditional  vendee  are  identical  to  those  of 
a  buyer  or  lessee  in  any  transaction  which  is 
intended  to  create  a  security  interest  in 
personal  property.  The  O'Connor  case 
focused  on  the  realities  of  commercial  law  in 
deciding  to  acknowledge  ownership  in  the 
conditional  vendee.  An  analysis  of  modern 
commercial  law  reveals  that  no  distinction 
remains,  in  the  forty-nine  states  that  have 
enacted  the  UCC,  between  a  conditional  sale 
and  leases  intended  as  security. 
Consequently,  if  the  finance  leases  in 
question  are  leases  intended  as  security,  the 
rationale  of  the  O’Connor  case  may  be 
applicable. 

While  there  is  not  an  abundance  of  court 
decisions  analyzing  the  proper  nature  of  a 
lease  intended  as  security  wherein  title  does 
not  pass,  examination  of  the  existing  court 
decisions  and  UCC  authorities  persuades  me 
that  finance  leases  are  leases  intended  as 
security.  For  a  lease  without  an  option  to 
purchase  to  be  a  lease  intended  as  security, 
the  lessee  must  have  acquired  almost  ail  of 
the  incidents  of  ownership.  In  order  to 
determine  whether  the  lessee  has,  in  effect, 
become  the  owner,  a  lease  must  contain 
certain  objective  criteria.  A  lease  with  ail  the 
following  characteristics  will  be  considered  a 
lease  intended  for  security: 

(1)  All  the  risks  and  burdens  of  ownership 
(e.g.  insurance,  maintenance,  taxes,  fees)  are 
transferred  to  the  lessee; 

(2)  The  lessee  has  an  unrestricted  right  to 
sublease  the  aircraft; 
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(3)  A  full  payout  of  the  lease  is  required, 
which  is  equivalent  to  the  purchase  price  of 
the  aircraft  plus  interest; 

(4)  The  term  of  the  lease,  with  or  without 
options  to  renew  the  lease  for  a  nominal  sum. 
is  of  a  duration  equal  to  the  useful  life  of  the 
equipment; 

(5)  The  options  to  renew  are  nominal  when 
compared  to  the  lease  payments  during  the 
base  lease  term: 

(6)  The  aircraft  may  be  sold  at  the  end  of 
the  base  lease  term,  at  the  option  of  the 
lessee  and  the  lessee  is  entitled  to 
substantially  all  (i.e.  90%-100%)  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale. 

In  accordance  with  the  rationale  of  the 
O'Connor  case,  it  may  be  said  of  a  finance 
lease  with  these  characteristics  that,  as 
between  the  lessor  who  has  retained  legal 
title  as  security  for  a  debt  and  the  lessee  who 
has  absolute  dominion  over  the  aircraft  “to 
do  with  as  he  will  even  as  against  the  [lessor] 
so  long  as  payments  are  made,"  that  the 
latter  is  the  owner  for  aircraft  registration 
purposes.  In  other  words,  the  tangible 
differences  between  the  conditional  vendee 
and  the  finance  lessee  are  insignificant. 
Accordingly,  it  is  my  opinion  that  the  lessee 
of  an  aircraft  conveyed  under  a  finance  lease 
w  hich  meets  the  requirements  discussed 
herein  is  the  owner  of  the  aircraft  under 
Section  501  of  the  Act. 

An  opinion  on  the  eligibility  for  U.S. 
aircraft  registration  of  aircraft  conveyed 
under  a  particular  finance  lease  must  await 
FAA  review  of  the  documentation  relevant  to 
the  transaction  finally  agreed  upon.  This 
documentation  must  include  or  be 


accompanied  by  representations  by  the 
applicant  for  aircraft  registration  of  (1)  the 
purchase  price  of  the  aircraft  plus  interest 
and  (2)  the  estimated  useful  life  of  the 
aircraft.  The  FAA,  if  requested,  will  keep  this 
information  confidential. 

I  also  understand  that  as  an  airline  subject 
to  the  reporting  requirements  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  (SEC)  you  will  file 
any  appropriate  reports  with  the  SEC 
concerning  the  acquisition  of  aircraft  under  a 
finance  lease. 

Sincerely, 

Albert  B.  Randall, 

Acting  Chief  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.  81-9200  Filed  3-24-81;  a45  am] 
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National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

National  Highway  Safety  Advisory 
Committee  Site  Visits 

The  National  Highway  Safety 
Advisory  Committee’s  Task  Force  on 
Procession  of  Traffic  Violations  is 
planning  site  visits  to  Salem,  Oregon,  on 
April  13  and  14;  and  Olympia, 
Washington,  on  April  15  and  16.  The 
Task  Force  plans  to  explore  methods  for 
improving  the  existing  system  of 
processing  traffic  cases  without  causing 
a  significant  increase  in  funding. 
Specifically,  the  members  are  interested 


in  several  areas:  (1)  administrative 
adjudication  techniques;  (2)  uniform 
traffic  tickets;  (3)  traffic  court 
management  information  systems;  and 
(4)  nonresident  violators  compact.  The 
information  received  from  these  site 
visits  will  be  compiled  into  a  interim 
report  with  recommendations  and 
presented  at  the  full  Committee  meeting 
June  15-17, 1981. 

Arrangements  for  the  site  visits  are 
being  made  by  the  appropriate  NHTSA 
Regional  Office  and  the  States 
Governors’  Highway  Safety 
Representatives.  These  site  visits  are 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
appropriate  DOT  officials.  Attendance  is 
open  to  the  public,  but  limited  to  the 
space  available.  Members  of  the  public 
may  present  a  written  statement  to  the 
Committee  at  any  time. 

Additional  information  may  be 
obtained  from  the  NHTSA  Executive 
Secretary,  Room  5221,  400  Seventh 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590, 
telephone  202-426-2872. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  March  23, 
1981. 

Robert  E.  Doherty. 

Assistant  Executive  Secretary.  > 

(FR  Doc.  81-9199  Filed  3-25-81;  8:45  am) 
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FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  (46  FR  18141, 
March  23, 1981). 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  March  25, 1981, 10:00  a.m. 
CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
item  has  been  added: 

Item  No.,  Docket  No.  and  Company 
ER-5 — EL80-25,  Village  of  Winnetka, 
Illinois  v.  Commonwealth  Edison  Company. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|S-483-81  Filed  3-24-61;  8:50  am| 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

(Billing  No.  6720-01). 

TIME  AND  DATE:  Wednesday,  April  1, 
1981, 10:00  a.m. 

PLACE:  1700  G  St.  N.W.,  Board  Room,  6th 
Floor,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 
6679). 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Application  for  Bank  Membership — Emigrant 
Savings  Bank,  New  York,  New  York. 
Service  Corporation  Activity — Libertyville 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association, 
Libertyville,  Illinois. 

Branch  Office  Application — First  Piedmont 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Assocation. 
Gaffney.  South  Carolina. 


Bank  Membership  and  Insurance  of 
Accounts — Secure  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Fontana,  California. 
Modification  of  Board  Condition — Alberic 
Girod,  et  al.,  Catano,  Puerto  Rico. 
Application  filed  by  Beneficial  Corporation, 
Wilmington,  Delaware  on  Behalf  of  First 
Texas  Financial  Corporation  of  Delaware, 
Wilmington,  Delaware  To  Acquire  Control 
of  First  Texas  Savings  Association,  Dallas, 
Texas  By  Merging  First  Texas  Financial 
Corporation  INTO  First  Texas  Financial 
Corporation  of  Delaware. 

464,  March  24, 1981. 

Announcement  is  being  made  at  the 
earliest  practicable  time. 

[S-486-61  Filed  3-24-81;  1:07  pm] 
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NATIONAL  MEDIATION  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2:00  p.m.,  Wednesday, 
April  1, 1981. 

PLACE:  Board  Hearing  Room,  8th  Floor, 
1425  K.  Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

(1)  Ratification  of  Board  actions  taken  by 
notation  voting  during  the  month  of  March, 
1981. 

(2)  Other  priority  matters  which  may  come 
before  the  Board  for  which  notice  will  be 
given  at  the  earliest  practicable  time. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Copies 
of  the  monthly  report  of  the  Board’s 
notation  voting  actions  will  be  available 
from  the  Executive  Secretary’s  office 
following  the  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Mr.  Rowland  K.  Quinn, 

Jr.,  Executive  Secretary,  Tel:  (202)  523- 
5920. 

DATE  OF  NOTICE:  March  23, 1981. 

[S-484-81  Filed  3-24-81;  11:08  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7550-01-M 


9 

[NM-81-9] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY 
BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9  a.m.,  Friday,  March  27, 
1981. 

PLACE:  NTSB  Board  Room,  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20594. 

STATUS:  Closed  pursuant  to  Exemption  2 
of  the  Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  552B(c)(2)). 


MATTER  TO  BE  considered:  A  majority 
of  the  Board  has  determined  by 
recorded  vote  that  the  business  of  the 
Board  requires  that  the  following  item 
be  discussed  on  this  date  and  that  no 
earlier  announcement  was  possible: 

Safety  Board  budget  reductions. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Sharon  Flemming,  202- 
472-6022. 

March  24, 1981. 

]S.  488-81  Filed  3-24-81;  3:25  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-58-M 
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OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
REVIEW  COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT.  46  FR  15255, 
March  4, 1981. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  THE  meeting:  10  a.m.  on  March  25, 
1981. 

CHANGES  in  the  meeting:  This  meeting 
has  been  rescheduled  for  1  p.m.  on 
March  25, 1981. 

Date:  March  24, 1981. 

[S-487-81  Filed  3-24-81;  3:14  pm] 
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[1P0401] 

PAROLE  COMMISSION:  National 
Commissioners  (the  Commissioners 
presently  maintaining  offices  at 
Bethesda,  Maryland  Headquarters). 

TIME  AND  DATE:  Tuesday.  March  24, 
1981,  9:30  a.m. 

PLACE:  Park  Place,  One  North  Park 
Building,  5550  Friendship  Blvd., 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20015. 

STATUS:  Closed  pursuant  to  a  vote  to  be 
taken  at  the  beginning  of  the  meeting. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Referrals 
from  Regional  Commissioners  of 
approximately  9  cases  in  which  inmates 
of  federal  prisons  have  applied  for 
parole  or  are  contesting  revocation  of 
parole  or  mandatory  release. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 

information: 

Linda  Wines  Marble,  Chief  Case 
Analyst,  National  Appeals  Board, 
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United  States  Parole  Commission.  (301) 
492-5926. 

|S-482-81  Filed  3-23-81:  4:09  pm| 

SILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act,  Pub.  L.  94-409,  that  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
will  hold  the  following  meetings  during 
the  week  of  March  30, 1981,  in  Room 
825,  500  North  Capitol  Street. 
Washington.  D.C. 

Closed  meetings  will  be  held  on 
Wednesday,  April  1. 1981  at  10:00  a.m., 
and  on  Thursday,  April  2, 1981, 
following  the  2:30  p.m.  open  meeting.  An 
open  meeting  will  be  held  on  Thursday, 
April  2, 1981,  at  2:30  p.m. 

The  Commissioners,  their  legal 
assistants,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  and  recording  secretaries 
will  attend  the  closed  meetings.  Certain 
staff  members  who  are  responsible  for 
the  calendared  matters  may  be  present. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the 
Commission,  or  his  designee,  has 
certified  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  items  to 
be  considered  at  the  closed  meeting  may 
be  considered  pursuant  to  one  or  more 
of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(4)(8)(9)(A)  and  (10)  and  17  CFR 
200.402(a)(4)(8)(9)(i)  and  (10). 

Commissioner  Evans,  as  duty  officer, 
determined  to  hold  the  aforesaid 
meetings  in  closed  session. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday. 

April  1, 1981.  at  10:00  a.m.,  will  be: 

Opinions. 


Access  to  investigative  files  by  Federal, 
state  or  self-regulatory  authories. 

Litigation  matters. 

Formal  orders  of  investigation. 

Freedom  of  Information  Act  appeals. 

Settlement  of  administrative  proceedings  of 
an  enforcement  nature. 

Settlement  of  injunctive  actions. 

Institution  of  administrative  proceeding  of 
an  enforcement  nature. 

Institution  of  injunctive  actions. 

Regulatory  matter  regarding  financial 
institution. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Thursday,  April  2, 
1981.  following  the  2:30  P.M.  open 
meeting,  will  be: 

Regulatory  matter  bearing  enforcement 
implications. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  scheduled  for  Thursday,  April  2. 
1981,  at  2:30  p.m.,  will  be: 

1.  Consideration  of  whether  to  grant  an 
application  by  Daniel  G.  Gunter  to  become 
associated  with  Foundation  Plan,  Inc.,  a 
proposed  broker-dealer,  in  a  proprietary 
capacity  with  certain  limitations.  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Adele  Geffen  at 
(202)  272-2947. 

2.  Consideration  of  whether  to  grant  an 
application  by  Robert  R.  Chandler  to  become 
associated  with  Securities  Corporation  of 
Iowa,  a  registered  broker-dealer,  in  a 
supervisory  capacity.  For  further  information, 
please  contact  Adele  Geffen  at  (202)  272- 
2947. 

3.  Consideration  of  whether  to  approve  an 
application  by  Vickie  L.  and  Charles  W. 
Davis  for  an  exemption  from  the  broker- 
dealer  registration  requirement  of  Section 
15(a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 
For  further  information,  please  contact  H. 
Steven  Holtzman  at  (202)  272-2842. 

4.  Consideration  of  whether  to  grant  a 
request  of  Joel  Seligman,  Associate  Professor 
of  Law  at  Northeastern  University  School  of 


Law  in  Boston,  for  access  to  certain  staff 
materials  for  the  period  1969-1973.  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Theodore  S. 

Bloch  at  (202)  252-2454. 

5.  Consideration  of  a  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  appeal  of  I.  Walton  Bader 
(No.  81-102)  from  a  decision  of  the 
Commission’s  FOIA  Officer  denying  access 
to  the  investigatory  file  concerning  OKC 
Corporation  and  its  chief  executive  officer, 
Cloype  K.  Box.  For  further  information,  please 
contact  Andrew  W.  Sidman  at  (202)  272-2454. 

6V  Consideration  of  a  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  appeal  of  Carl  D.  Liggio  from 
a  decision  of  the  Commission’s  FOIA  Officer 
denying  access  to  certain  documents 
concerning  an  interview  of  Commission  staff 
members  by  private  counsel.  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Richard  A.  Kirby 
at  (202)  272-3088. 

7.  Consideration  of  whether  to  issue  an 
interpretative  release  dealing  with  whether 
questions  of  accountants'  independence 
should  be  raised  solely  because  a  foreign 
office  of  or  a  foreign  firm  associated  with  the 
domestic  accounting  firm  performs  limited, 
routine  bookkeeping  service  for  a  foreign 
division,  subsidiary  or  investee  of  a  domestic 
registrant  which  is  a  client  of  that  firm. 
Additionally,  Staff  Accounting  Bulletin  No.  39 
which  also  deals  with  this  subject  would  be 
rescinded  if  the  Commission  decides  to  issue 
an  interpretative  release.  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Rita  Gunter  at 
(202)  272-2133. 

At  times  changes  in  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  Paul 
Lownstein  at  (202)  272-2092. 

March  24. 1981. 

IS-485-81  Kited  3-24-81: 12:56  pm| 
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